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. . ' ' -?■ 

(^) iiiltitpi'Jl ^ aft^ 3rH^l4>i ^ 3i«raT 

m ^ Pi^ilrid ^ ^ simicff ^ 

'ti«iT*io 4lc'i'<|tit ulM if 30 2003 ^ aifS|^x|>f| 

14/5/2003->l1'41i^il SRT^ v^m ^ 

3Tf^r^^ ufT^ ^ 3ik 5fRi f|?ra^ irerajT^ g^r vjfrg ^garRr 
arf^RjERT g5t 3Tf^ artrf^ g5t f«pf^ tra g>t cn^ ^ 
f^ ^ iflcR ^ giTtf qRuiiHt m argif gf^ g^lt # cfr, 
jT?gcT gjj ar^g ftjgr ggr gr i 

(g) grf?m>T^ if ^jcri g5t jrfir gift w f^gftigft afk 

'3ejVi gtft (fuRg?T, 3ffg gif^gjignrtaft gra gggisr g^grar ggr 
gi) gft iftff aff? ftgtr 6(2) ^ arggR fcrf^ gg 
ft amft ftgRjRp g?^ gg aigg^f^ I 

' mf^iepTft ft gi4uiPicb ^g;EFfT ^ gfft ifTO ft ggfttaiK ^ gftt 
fficf arraragft ijg ggfti^aft (f^Rgg sffg grl^fgjigsgtaft gRf 

grra®! gjgngr ggT8rr)gftft^afkgitirggft % 4o 

fftfti ^ ftftr? argft fftgR g;^ ^ argg^fftgi i 

(^.) grfSragft ft fftgg 6(4) ^ .ai^gR gg^ M ft ggfttafR ^ 
fft^RfcrRicT ffttftgftfTaft gft ^jg? gggigcft sft I gsnfft, fg 
gi^gfftgt ft fftgtcr gggrg^ gg gftf ggg g# fftigr t;- 

♦ aiftMcf Rfgftref gMt 

146, iFftfttg, 

aigftg, aftlaft 44308 
aigftgg 

♦ gftRgr gjo tftro 

fftf^g # 57 ^gggtopgr 
gfWr ■3 
fftfaftgr gftfftgr 




♦ 

6-1 ^T iwt^l 2-’^ 
<i'lWl-100 

♦ ^'ti'tl tjfTJ^TSTTT 
2-11-24-Sg9^ 

^ra«fr 104 
'jlTM 


3 


(^) ''if f^RT ^>llHI't, q>lR<|| <|UK|\j<J 3j^ ani^tcpl ^ ^| <j | ^')' 

^ 6(2) ^ SrpR ^ gft ^^33fRI ^ ?R- ir ^ ^Tf 

^IF 3ig^ -JHiT % ^ gnr^ ^ ^ 

f^raWf/^Rqr^ ^ jisiHiticfl ^ ^rr f ^lRd ^ #r 
WIF t I ^141'H'l' ^ FTRT f^raWt/SmiRR^f ^ TR? 
^ ^ ^ tr iTj ^ JTHRcft ^ Jri% 

M ^ sj) I F«Trf?r, 1ft P t ^fd»/'jd<Kct> % RraW 
JR^Icl<?fl ^ ^tR Fff ftRI t I 

^*1'^ ^ 9/10 f^'dqx, 2003 ^ TsT gRT • ■atft'W Rf^PRf 
JTTO 1^0, W gn iRi 3ll4ld<*>, F^ Rm ^ 

^Tift Hhd'l if 3T><ji^q>i ^ ^ th)R^I cp^ ^^dtntcbcH 

^0 f^O (cfic^'fl'tfl) gRT JirRl^d ftRIT iRJT SIT, % Rl jrfdtbf ^ 

^ ^ ^ ar^itM-fl^ 3Rr jr^ gR^ gJT 3?^ f^ w sn i 
3llpg’i'<1 % 22 FT^, 2004 ^ giT gRT gF ^IF^ ^Pc^arT 
'^'^S ^ araifF ^g>'f1'ifl gITT TJ^ 3TifMt^ -dRk l 

JRgTgcft g>T TRT #JDt ^RR 3T^t^ f ^ 

g# t I ^ yira 3igf& ^ ^ aft TRT 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I— Sec. 1] 


crrf ^ ^ ciictj'fl'j?) ^ ^ Pi«ilacp 

^ ^r>fr 41'TO ^ ’ft fftnir ’fit ®it i <T>«p'ft'<ft 

^ 5 3lft^, 2004 era? aFtn’ft’I 'HWis^l ^ 

MijHMcft ^ 5F^ ^5^ ^ ftt ^ ’Fft sft I 

mfSranft ’I? ?TcT ’ite f fftj cn'p'ft'tft ft anfpiftk 

IfTFM ^ WI fft’ltcT^ Jlf’ira# ^ '3 tR TF^cT ’ift IftFTT I 

tfrfeFI^ 5IT0 f^O, ft 3llilld4> JR’iracft ^ ’ift 

fft’IT I 

(^ tft^ 6 ( 4 ) ^ 31^^ 3ira?^ ^;«RT ftnift ftg ’ifci ft ’t^sir 

^ PlHf^W l 3TFIT?Rft 3ik/3FraT wftlWSlf ^ JR’ira^ 
^ TFft aft:- 


• ftW’T ^ ^'^'(^'4 

ftr. ?T. ft. 61, ’Irftsw (^f^'l 

ftgF «icRH, ct^leemH 

1-3 cic'tp'l §'SR^<JC1 XRftc 

FFFPFI 

Tf^ 600060 

ftt.aft, 

w’TTj^ fftrar 

^^-673634 

^ir)ITi?-0494-401163 

• ’TcIFIT §*^<nl JIT. f^O 

’fr', fcifit gnftF 
JR.ftt. ft^, 4>l(^Hdl 

qftccN*!, cRxci 
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8/50 ’fnfeT'ra 
^jTcft^-673032 

• ^'(MIM 'TTfcFR ;tto f^O 

ct)HlchR'l'51 

ciJWTTOWT tftatr 
637504 

^ HcT (cf^rflra^) 

chief!Che, c^ 

VII/ 248, TPT?EI-17 Hc^IcHH, 
4x|Md, gsteTSTM Itatr, 
cp'ifiistr^ 

<T7'<c1 

^ ^.Vi/ 37 3)l^ct(hKy^^il, 

ilafr Hedlii'JH 

c^yei 

• jfrs^, 

chleflche ^r?RT Si!*4<?lcH) ' 

^ fera? ^ 

'^JioTl'Pc:, ^Ref 

• 31<^R<7»e^ 

159, 

4>el<hTll 700007 

• #ft 

12 eR 

chd'chTn-700001 
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• ^ mo 1^0 


Vii/ 612 wr mfPbr ancfe, 


art^pr 


• PtVr^ 

4l<Hll^'jld 


• 1^3it ^ ^ mme mo l^o 

mcTT ?fTPt^ 3TI#5 

«fr|pTT ?pg5t fbrar 

viii/ 5749(ff) m. m. 3, 

TOcfit, 

■g^resimr f^ 

-S 

• ff%m mo f^o 

45-1? 1, f|#? 1^ 

#m i?1^ 

i^T^-560058 

137, iTpf 

137, '?lqm oi^xi 

1^-3 


• srra §rs<ji 
maihr ^t^PT 
^ 1^wft-110008 




m tnfM am# iicT ^ ^ 7 ^ 

^4 cmj j}^ g5T ara^ f#^n l ^ % »rt ma 

^ ^ 3 lf?raTO ^ ^ 
## gjT arg^ET ftnjr t^j sjj | trgppi^ ^ 

« m 3Tf#sm?f *Rff jrf?rat ^ aJkg^ ^ Erf# 
^ tt. jRgcT ^ gft 7 ^ «tt I 

^ 5 M ^ mj ^ Tjrf cm# 

^ ciT# xm? ^4«iPi* ipi^, ^ fi^ ijrfM ^ 
W? X3xi d*( I 

(^.) ifEf 3p^ fl^ T?am5T# gmr f#xf mj cT^ XR s?r 

^ xrf^onrft # OT1# s-rm f#EjT w, f#?rfa> 7 xp, 2004 
?# rnl^cpiyl gm amrHuRi ^n^xsrf#^ # ei^ g^rfrr 

aik arraicT^ irt tjxj fkfecT anM x?rf 
XR jnf?m?r# gRT a«#JT xsTm xrkDnrff xr irag# Trft 

# gDT-#r^ arr^R f#g^ ^ i 

(^) ^ X3^ 1 ?^ x^ Eftm gtt (xfMfxrft) i,-^ ^ 

^ aTOTcfr c^ afk xjxRmr gRt# gg arg^er trit sg 1 

J^STTfxTXXgXRT, g#t>|g,|d| # #t p#gr xfRsqr Xjg gkte ^ 

f#gff, #91, arrarflm ^ g^gart ^ f^gRor, angicrf ^ 
w xjg g^gEgamrrag#^gmxjgg^^^^argfgr^ 
^ xagcT g^g c# ^ # figg Tgr aiTgmf ^ 9 ##gR ajk 
^ ^T 5 ^£I an I 

m mgg xTg arf# ^Ejt xgfg # 1 ar^, 2002 % 31 M 2003 
(12 mg) gg Em Rgr, fk# ‘ xjgg a?gf 3 m' xft arf gg^ ■ ^ 
■W # ^Tgf^cT %gT mg t I «rf# ^ 1 #^ ^ fkx? Em 
ggf%g) g# X 3 rm # 1999-2000 % xgjxr amRr gm gg Em 

?TT ($Tf^ f^J^c^qui 3TcrfSl) I 
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(^) 1%^ 16 ^ f=T ^ mRuirI i> 

'^fTRlr fnf ?f?zfr/3iTEn^ ^ w H^rair ^ we ^ 
ipn 8IT sfk ^ wr if wi fttqfiFit it? v?ra mRuihI 
Tt f?rfgRRi ^ w t I 4o ^ 

TPRF55I ^ w t^ratw t, ^ h(?iPi(2i 4o 

^ ]jra f^^Ri-iil ^ ^ uRuiini ^ 

w t I ^ ^ f ^ wee w 

aprft R:^f^Rn eff. ^ t ftete? 26 ^farf, 2004 

^ 3Tq^ w SRI jnf^rae^ e^t t % eprft^ ew 

wj|.ii i cH ' -!i ef fe# ^ eiesr fcrf^ eirti<t>i srr f 

26 2004 ^ eiee ftier w an i 

(e) ari^Rjeei ^ *** 1%Fi flee^ ewi^ SRi etq^ aiwR 

eR H'f^d e5t ■qxiHi dailcii % 1^1% Pid*il ^ stcnte jirRieir^ 
gRT ^ ^ f?, em%r riw w 11 

ftxTRnSH RRW 

2. drieisfte eenci wifi, <ii1Rin euiRiee afR aidxlcbi ^ ijcr ^ aiw 
cr?T ^ P i ^jR i d Rfter tRe? aif&Rrae, 1975 ^ ^fter^w RiH 

RRsm 3903.90 3fR 4002.19 ^ SRT^ cl'fl^d Reif^H ICI^Id 

(rri^stf^ 1900 ^fgRT ^ Rr>ft Tie f i ^ t^eiei 2/6/99 ^ 
atf gRj'dH i ^ SRI Rrero ^ et ®ft Rri^ rri^^tr 1500, 1700 afR 
1900 aj^aen rr Ri wRi^i eft ef ^ i eanPl Reiei 3 

2001 ^ eseieRi rp^Istt aiRrgw ^ srt ^ sfR eit 

R^aiR 1900 w eflRre eR fen w air i 

3. eanft, e? ^eci Rn^Rre? t afR e? e^en Rnetw Roflen 

^ RR f^Rft ^ eR? ^ eisjeiRt e^ i 
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^ f^raftra? srt aiftsjwa 

4. 4o m f^oo J|UKM ^ (^tiki#t ^ 

f^rafcRJ ^ 1?^ ^rirrf^ STFira^) ^ 3n^ 7 3?g^, 2003 ^ 

SRT ^ 3T^ ^ #?PT cfii^T^ii'H 68 ^ ^lUcT ^ ^ 

if %pft7r 3T^#i ^ I jnf^raji^ ^ Piijid* ^ ^ 

3 r#Fff 7 r 3 m 3 ft? 7 2003 ^ tst ^ aig^ 

ajT ^1% 17 2004 ^ ll?gc1 W 8?n I ??! v3tR ^ gRT 

Plilld* ir 3T?ir 7 3^^ 2003 ^ 'itM-flil im ^ 3nfrRft^ 3f?r 

^ irtM ?f^ g5t 8ff 1 gg ’ft ggpn t 7 

3Tcf^ 2003 ^ ?TTar ?m’’T 3t^Efi ^ W eR3g HftSRttg ’iff t 
^r TfiWg ]T|>fcr ^ f I 

5. fcTEfRTJJtg 13?qig ^ if, 3)midct? ^0 MIcflH'ff if 3Tjftg 

t ci^rf^ ’RRm? ^ Plijidd) it # if v5tm araf^ ^ 4t?FT 
’TRcT 'td l ^ftd Jdlild 1900 ^j^I^TT gn Prafcl gft t I 
dRu ii H-M’W , cf>cf>ift'<f] if initsn ^ aral^r ^ imcT i i^^iitan? 

1900 ^j^3en w\ g^rf ’T# 1%gT aft? I?# gftt ?T^ ’nf^ 

t 1 

6. 5?i^ aroTM, g? arj^ fi^jT ’rit t ft? dtc^il-H i ?rftaT ^ arafSr 

^ ^t?FT 31?% gf5 ?FT ^afll^'ddl^'fd ^ ??t-68 f%I?lif Wl^fld ?ft 

?r?T 68% ^ t ^ aRnfrt Wl^fld |(ilild ?>r-?Toft’1? ^f%PT ^ 410 
it.^? ?? Prafe 1%?T I ??T ?i?1?g if Ptf^ HlPltblfl % ’Jcl ^ if 
?f% ^ w ??TT 1^3fr??rai^ ^ w-68 gpra? ^?ng ??5 

^PpT t ^ '{fiHRJcth dMi^iti ?Rs!n 3903.90 ^ atcPfcI d’tf^d 

t gsjT g¥ PRn?r#T iJMg sn i gg wng ??iit 3 n? 1900 
^^3?rr if armr t i?rf^ ^'^it?ft % ??i^ ?t% % sft% ??^ 
f%5? t I 

7 . ij'Cifdd ^ ?^?W? ?F 3T5%EI ftrm w 11%> c^diil-jf) % Pl“lfild> 
?rit5TT ?Tpf 3T?f& ^ ql'ild vjiit||tlti ddli? ?? Pl<ilci R><JI, ??rf%r? 
% ?ritaTT ^ araPr ^ ^t?PT ?KMt?ft ?5t f^iPt ?% g?rt% mRRi'^ 
7 3 Ten?T Rtdt ' d gi Mi^d l d cft ^ f% 5 ?ft ’ 3 t 1 ? ?% %?I 3 t|c|W<I 5 T? 


2328 GI/2004—2 v 
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THE GAZETTEOFlNDIArEXnUORDlNARY 
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^ t I f^ijfdch aWNcft ^ 7 3I^[^ 

3Tm>% Tfrq^ ^ if f I 

jnf^raji^ 5RI ufra 


8. 5fTf^<*)l,'<l % ^?^3TR 1900 ^ Tjg> ^ WT tfH-68 

y-dfrtd !^l«;iqcfl Fff ^ 'JJT (^dli'daTR ^ ^ if vilHT 

^ 3 TTcn t, ^ ^ if 3 M ftchM wnft' g>r ^ 1 %?n t i 

^ f^qi'd'^'i vjwiq ^ if y<b(;d |%c|yu| ^ if f i f ^ff^cb 
^ sTfM gir ^ 1 %^ t I ^ ifRsr if jrrfSraJi^ 2 ^ 1999 ^ 
3 t{%h ^ tff^DTrrff 3 fk 3 ^jcTrt 2001 ^ wrraf^r affair 

^ 3 rm 4 Ruii*i'i' if fcpsrKi^T' i 3 ?n? w an^ RriK'f g^r ^jf^or f I 

i^rafcT^ ^ ^ rra 5 % ^'■t('i^> 8-68 f^-clKlt^t=T ddJK ^ t aft? 
fcif f?r tjfixT ^ ftTGRici?^ ’I# t, w 15^31# ’TS!iraf& ?r>ftaiT 
^ti'sft urra ‘iRuiw'l’ if fcRdR ^ fcTtiR ^ t' I 

9. ^Id'Tlq #iR: if 2.2.2000 ^ aT<T^ Rn>Rl if 'q? ^ ftjqi STT % 

i^T^Eff tj^an? ^ ?nff M ?? oTp; t 4002 

3TSM 3903 ^ afcPf^ arr^ # I mf^cblRiff ^ giffcb^ui Tf^ 

R? Rdi '^'ti^laTR ^ ?T^ fcbwl TR !^c«b oFTRIT % I 

10. dHiJ'Fl ^IcRTFff if ^ailPiyfRd Ruitqch ?Fft«IT ^ H^tvjld 
f?r WTcT ^ wTRr ^Rlif gft 'd'hyd iJlRld ^RTT t ft? W ^ 

^ ?FTTf^ ^ aft? ?rft c^ ?rRt ?iir arsTJrr > 3 ?ra 5 t ^ g^t 

TTincRT t, ??rfer? jnftcfjRt afft? aft? ?nft«rr utm MRmH t ’ if 

ftwRcT ft^TMEfft nJt'tr’ >^r a^ft vsirer xiRuipff ^ f I 

n. 

11 . Mld'i'flEjt Rq*iiq<?n ^ RrfT 2 (^) if ^IF ftft^ t ft?' ?rRH cR^' gjT 
cTTr'rf ^ ftRft ^ ^ t ^ ft?n?I#T ^Id ^ f? cR? ?t 'dH^'WJ 
aTSRTT ?FM f amr ^ ft??ift cRg ^ aniR if ^ aR? >^11 
ftroraft ft^iddiif ?rmT«fft ^Rgaff ^ airiiift<h ftcRft ?55i?ft ^ I 


[VFTI—xar^gi] 


■^xrajtpf: 
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12. ^ wTcT ^ tSu'sH ^5^ ^ ci^ ^ ^ ^rar % % vitiVi 

sra vicMlI^d 1900 ^ silillfcid 13«^ 3T5?lf?ra5 

f*ra^ ipRft t aft? gf ciiP5ir^4> ij4 M ^ 

3Mlf^ 1^^3117 t I 

13. ^ ^^Tlfer 1J^3TR 1900 ^13^1 ^ 2('5) ^ 3T^ 

^ iftfR 13TFTR, cF^rf^ tjurIISJ aft^ ^ fttrfffRT 13«<tK ^ ^RPT 

^THT ■^RIT ^ I 

14. RRPT tRg ^ ^ ^f ail^ afrf ^ ^ 

f I 

^I. vdCjVl 

15. '^0 am f^o, am ?ra^, ^s; 

xh^ 5*^-400071 afR 1^0 f^o, ^ 

arfSRJxHT ^ dSil^i *THT W *IT I xil^qii^l ^ tll'injjeqj 

(*TTft5T ^Rgaff ^ arf^njTR, ^ ^ ris’iM 5595 ^ art^cnr i?4 

cTsjT «r1% l^rahR) ■ f^^micft 1995 ^ atgm ^ 

RHT t I 

T i3im ?i5t arafir 

16. ?R^*TR JPfRmJ ^ ^l>t 3l^^fSr 1 aiitef 2002 ^ 31 

*T1^, 2003 (12 *T1^ ^ # I 

R<jld<h1 BRT filPJ *nj 315^ 

4o fPfft ftio (»WrtWt)/<te Tno 

1. 'Wl^'jld ^dlild ^ Jdlild ^ 

'dlc^SFH 1RI ^ aTR 81HlMlRb<h ^1^, ^ 
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[Part I—Sec. 1] 


aft? wTtit 3 TTf^ giT wngg g 5 ^ 

grgft ^ gMt t i 

2. 5RI t?^3tr; ^jg^3TR aff? gg ^3?ngg 

vji^pl 'swii'i ^fcfgTsit g? f^gr gngr % vggfcF) 'iioil^cif^'i gg^, 
'(i'i< 7 <i?i'i Tj^ang; g*fli<>iiRi;ch gg^ jsifeg aft? gg 
^gngg ^ggft ^igg gg ftrgr grren t i argngr 
^ ^ 'ft gft iIRT gg^ wh gg gtgftggiff^, tjgi^T^ ant^ ^ 
f%^f%g> gg wngg f^giviidi t affg arcFT ge^ gg 
gg^gggg^ gg ^ wngg gjggr t i 

3 . a?^ 2002 ^ gr^, 2003 gg? g^ grig argfSr i> gf^flr^ 7 
^ ^ 41 -(fl SRT gg^ artgj^ ^ ggi^ang 1900 ^j^igg 1 %gft 
wngg arajgr ftg^t gg ggi^ ggr ^ ggr g^ ggRg t 1 Wr 
ggrf^ gtj anw% ^ggi 1500 aitg 1700 at^ptg ag^ gr^ 
i?^aTR ^ wngg aftg Itgft ^ gfgf^ig t i ?gTc^ arcngr ^sgg 
gf^fln^ 6 ang5t ggifftg fsrf^g g^r grgftgg Tjgr ^ - 

^ ggp ftgj gtj f I 

4. % ggftgg gitg aTgf?r ^ ^fgrg 1900 ^j^igg 

gg g^it ag i grr^ gii-iM ^sgrat g>r 

gigigr ftgj vsn^ gg gifStgg^ gjf grgg aftg grsfrg ^ 
gf^oToft af%, gf^ g>tt g5t gr^t gtgrggr g>t grig gjg^ g^i 
gigg g5i i^r gi^ gtgrggr i> ftg^gtg g^r ^ggr g^g>ijl'ti) ^ 
gigf^ gggg^ ^ gft^rsg if ^ gggi t l^gig> ^g 
PiHi^giK 31^ gjg^ f- 

m g><t 5 ifl '(11 % 2 ^ arf&gj g^^ ^ #gg gjgg gir t%gft Tjgr^ang 
1900 «j^giT gg f^rgig g# ftrgr t aik g # ^ g^ g 5 t 
ggig>i w t aftg ^gkr krg^g gf^ if gkj gifrg gir girf «if% 
g^ ^ grggft t amgr ggrgg ^gggr gff gg gigsgr t i 




CVFTI—TSPigl] 
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(^) ^ T?^3TR vJcMKH ^ >3c?IH ^r 3Prft 4^ 

^ I^WK ^ ^ ifivjni ^ % aft? i?i^ ?rafSraf 
?fcn^ qR^iw 7 ^f vt^TT ?«traT w t vJc^h ^nra ^ 
#cm ScMKH (i??r #f an? tj^an? aft? ij?i^ «Rcn 
*** t fvR# I^M'ild ^ ?TfcR? vJrMKH ?nftm ^ 
araf^ ^ ^t?H *** g>i ?gr t ^ ?enfftrr «r?ii *** 
JTEiien ai^qm t I w aig^ ftnn ■w t ^ hh<h i 
^ ^ g5T?0T ^ ?q^ t ^ ?ra t??T4tan?; ij^an? 

aft? ^??^ ^ aRi M ^ 1^ an^ aft? f ir 

?nft vitMKH elT?^ ?? y<rHH ^ft«ITaft ?? vJtM l I^d ftjtj 
W?^f lara:^^ftt?ft^?I?I ir 'J?I^3?R 

1900 ^Toft ^ g'wk-i ^ ^ M snM amgr w ^ 

^ t 1«i?i^ ’n?5T g>r p?r ft^ ?? f^Rits aft? 13 ^ 
mRuiiH'M'W ^3?frJT gft ^5# af% arsrar «f^ ^ 

^3?i?r ^ ^ I 

(^) % arg^ . f] ir iftclu-sK 2002 ^ ??i^.ftTfr!i 

^ ^ fw^! arro ^ ^RIT H'JIRia f^qx“i X'tga 

t I 3TFT ^ ^ ^ ?qis ?i)? ^ ^ t ft) 

«i)<i)41'rf) ift) ^tqpft t aft? <ftciu^K ^ 2002 ^ ^I?r 
^ ?rrc:T ^ fan 1 1 ??i^ aiftR<w, ^ aj^^ftg ftj^n w 

t ft) ang^ 2003 ^ I=n^ 2003 ^ fcRT^ ^ ^t?H ^ 

?Rft gwrag eTn?ngTgg) ^ I 

(g-) ai^ tr ^r ^ aigft ^ ftnj aw^ ^sra? wr gftftgg #t 

^ ftftgg g? ^ ftsft?oT ^ ftig airaR ?feng ftniT ggr 11 

js. aTrarag)! am ftnj gq 3 i^[^ 

(I) atm ?l%gi ?g^ TJ^ IftnjVH 

1 . aiftg ^ mRu i ih g^graft ?gft5iT ^f ftPiftw jnftgg^ % ftgi?ftft 
wng ^ ^rg gjt grg)? f?T ggg? ftgr t" g?ftt an? 1900 <j^3on ^ 
?rift T>^ ai?ftg ?gif^ ^ftR gT?g? fg....' gftft) angftmg^ 11 
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{pAirl—S bc. n 


2 . fit Tjgf oym<j) ^ StEzro 40 

gjT ajertlH ^ sfEzmi 39 ^ fit 

illlPicH tl 

3. RPiHfec hi(S|idi'{ 1 ^ 3111% if ^ 3iR??ra> ?isar jros 

ftt t I ^ aiT^im 3rt^, *iT5n ^ 3 if Bra>dy 

’Tfc^njyt ^jxRiaff w 11 

4 . ij^iR ?i«iT ijuihliw, tNt yt tt jraicR ^ arr^ «r?it wfr«T ^ 

t aftr ftucfl 3 T^ ^ gcHT # vlt^ araflf ^ ^flTPT. 
nSc^i^ 3i«M ^ f^Rigs ftf airt 11 

5. cTOi qcl*ii'i ?iwi^ ijRRiyRKif ^i ?isit sp^i 

cf^oi ^ ’ntt ‘^'fllciiiT ^ wpn ^ ^ t afk ^;?i^ tR'P 

^Rr9)t ’JcT’IfT ^5^ '?IPT!fl TOftreft ^c5f> ^ 3iai#T 11 

6. 1%WRP3t*T ^ JPfPT g®lcl: ^ffpT 5RI f^^IT virar t 

f^iwT ipfin ^ :?rwRoi 5RI ftnn ^irar t 1 5ri w? ^ 4>*r3fR 
^ ^ tRPTR ftnn vJiraT t I ?g)I5Jit ^ % 98% RW ^?I^ ^Rl 
iff I 


(II) ^XI*lT>1 q«<(^viT 

1. il>)cciq *1 I^PT If?) (clPlniui f^ilt t I SRI ^ fSit 
^iw?fi ^ ftpPifR ftjR ^HPIT t I 

2 . SRI aiRiRr ftR vjfi^ srtl ’fei?^ ^ xri tt sir seo s>t 

ftf^PlWl 4o f^3(f5T S^R#!Pr, WTR SRI «iraT t afiR t 4o ftcgfiRft 
cpIxhI^ii ^ RSPT RRR SR^ # isfl ifftpiT JRira ^RI 4 

% 5 t IJ^ t I 
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Z! T J® ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ajrara ftJiT ti 

an? Tjtp g 5 tTi?T ••* ^/f%.iiT. t 3 <l? ^ **• 7®/feiTT 

^wlcld W t I 

^ gMt ^r M ftMaraft ^ *** ftr.m. ^ w ift iriRr TjJt 11 ymi 

gJtnw ••* TO/fty.TTT, trf ^f^ti M11 

(III) gi?fifeii jno fJio 

1- ^aiK 1900 <j?3ciT ^ ajmraw 11 

I ^amTO^arrarai^nt nraiaft ^ m<n ^ gra jrto 
T^ ^ t'l « ^^ 3 rellrT^iiNnT***^^ 3 n^ w ^ ^ 
*** %.m. lift nrar UJT arnro ft57n t i ??mt g{N?r ••• 

t ait? T,!^ ^ *** ^/t?tT.w. ^ 113 ^ 

^ ijwtn ^ ??i^ ?rtqc^f ^ ^ 

3. ‘♦'H'fl % 2000-01 ^ i^Wpiicrti ^ •*• ^ q{) *•* 

W ^ PTO t I ?^ ^ *** ^/f^.UT. 5 TiRjpf^Rr ^ ^ 

2001-02 # \''<T>'iicm ^ *** !®o ^ pft *•* fty.ur. ^ ^irar pra 

p^^tiitopPR^ 

^ ^ gft *** %.pi. pft nrarr PM ^ nf ejt i gpjit pftM *•* 

^/f^.TTT. PfWf^ ^ % I 

mSH: 

^ ^ ^ ^ a i WId^b 

17. aifcd^ 9P) (1) ^ aj^ ^ ^ ^ itm f?raWt pit 

^ I t^pfnp^r ^ PTfirap^ SRT gppfr f5rat?ra7 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


^ f I m: ?F>TRT: ■>^ wiwj t:^ ^ ^ ^f 

"^3^^ ^22Tt" ^ Mr ^ ^reJT t I 

18 . 4 o cl^rf^ ( 4 o ^frfcFRt ^ ’TT?2R ^ ^ t 

^ %T%T ^ 8ITWf ^ 

"^Tc^rnpT ^ ^5tf ^ ^ ^ ^ncTT t % Tllf^chl^l ^ 

<^cf>4l'<-ri gfyi H'tga ^ 'cfl*11 Clcl5 ^ I cf^'s'l R^c£{ ^f^d T[T?TT ^ I 

19. ^nf^cr^iyl ^ f fft^ vJfT^ ^ T^iluld fi^ildch ^ 

3mT^ ^ vdHcl<aT cfj^ 7T^ ^jxPU ^ ■>dc'L|Nd ^ 

^ eft 3ft^ Wl^ irra t I qc?dM 4o 

^ f^nrf^ P^HNcil ^ ^ ^ f ^f^kJ 5nt^R>T^ 

Ao ^ ^ 3RTi^ ^TTH^ f I 4o ^4)>^ ^ 4 ^ 

t Vd>d^ WR 3Rf^ ^ ^ ^STfcIT^ WTR ^ 

^ 1^RT 2IT ^'8fcn^ ^ 7 ^ Wl'^ch>i PnifeR? ^ 

cf^rf v5tR 3TR?^ 3I2M ^t^cT ^ f eTlf^ 5RRteT 

f^TJIT vlTT vjft^ 3Rf^ c^ ^ ^ ^ I 

^ 3R^, Plqicicr? M^J'imcd Mfeicc 7 ^ 3i^^K 3Tfcp% jflq^l^ ^ 
^TeTR ■JTTT ^ ^ PlqlacT) ^ ^^tW f^RT v^THT 

3TPt^ ^ m I 3TR>^ ^ 3jk SllRle^ 5nf^R>T^ ^ ^ c[?t 

>Hc^ q-qlRj Rj'tfl Ppijlaq) TSTpcT ^ f^RlteR^ ! M!jdMcf l ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ I f^nrfcRj ^ ^ ^ 

^;JhR^, fuT^ TR 'He^im ^tiR 2TT, ^ f^tf^ 5TTf^R>T^ 

cncr5 41>^l ^RT H'tgel #R eR> 8IT^'$1 ’RRR^T^ 

f^mR# ^ 3T^ I 

^Hl-y iJcR 

cblR^JI TfURR?! 

20. Rf^l^l ^ ^ f 4o cbttol ^ PlRt^ Rf^RlT^ ^ 

RJ 3FJ^rtT ^ 3igR^ PlqlacT) Pl^dNc?) RT TRg ^ P i u|j^j<t> 





niTii—:gpigi] _ 17 

^«TT ^ if ^ t I 4o BTO % 3^% 7 

2003 ^ ^ ^ 3^ # 68 ^ 

fWcT ^iflcT ^!!raf?I?T ^ ^ 4 ^ ■»fW^ ^ I M l l^tb l ^ 

Plijldtb ^ W 3Ffpnft^ W-d'< 3(k 17 ^ 2004 ^ H'(^d<>l ^ 

7 2003 ^ iT5r ^ sir i WiiT ?ii<i 

Plijid* % aM 7 3jg^ 2003 ^ %r fl 4 TS ^ 'Wl^rl'^ 4^ 

^ jTf^nn ^tcFT ^ ^ I ^3^ ^ ^ sn 7 

2003 ^ ^ ’HT8I 31^ ^ 3ISZl#I ^ f gqff^ % <hM«ti4 

^ f I , - 

2V. ^ ^ ftvIlT ^ t ^ ^ 3 igf& ^ 3 R% ^ 

^ 31^Tn^tT 66% ci5l^xH{'« 68 ^ 410- -WI^^ItI 

■gst-MlIelH'i gJT i%^ ■^, Sirt I ^0 SRT ^ 

w t ft? Piuiiii* ^eiT 31 m 3raft ^ viraftft 
3)T ftraft ^ ftRT ’RT 8JT wftsiT vSim 3Rft ^ ^ 

wif 35t f^jft ^ Hdf?ld gr^ 'Tftftltd 7 ^ 3raM ^ ftilld* HiHNcfl 
^ ^ ?3 tR 3IM«<J* atSRT ^ I IR 1I45R; 

ft-uldtJ^ HSfdMcil ^ 4Rifl'd 7 ^T ft'? RJ 31ft;# #r 'M ^T RcTR 

ftRT W t I 

22. ft # d<t? ^VH I cIcil ^ 3 ;^ 40 gRt WT ^ ftft 

ftft # #r #fftqT 'fUKivft ^r ^ftftcr# rrri ^ # 

3T;ft ftrafT^ if 3M«i<y cTKff TR ftiM I -H ^ # ftft ROT #R W t I 

^ if Miftcbl'Jl t ft#d4> if 3ftir 19 2004 # ftlfecT 

ftft^ if ftRi sn 1% ##tM if ftftce jnftcpi^f # #»Kf 3 ?^ <t> T ^<i r $ # if 
ftR t 3fft g;^ tftf # ftft ;j^ftf3!R rsit cipr 

iRT R#Rft ftnif ;?^3iR jraftR #f cip# # gnftgr 

f, #|rT ftrflcT ## # if ^RI#f eTFR ^ d ^c W f' | ##iM 

^ g;?r % ft; Hift<pi'<l vjicp #### e[RT ir^ ftft rj ,7jft#g 
ftftg# ^ ##;M # ftft TRftfsTR 1900 ?j^cn g^f ggft 3ik ^ 

eil4d g;i ftgfw ^ iJJifttpisfl ^ gm^tl vuixi if vjmw*) xj’i'ii # 

sngR gr 'diyw f|p,g;T ,,r: 

2328 GI/2004—3 ' ' ' ' " ’ ’ , : ■- . 





THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec, 1 ] 


23. Rillctcp HiJ'liqcfl ■557 viTiy qJW ct>|Rq| ^|un(|vj<j ^ Plq^dml 
SRT ITHT ^ ^ gjR'iI Hll^cbl'Jl chlRiJI ^'UKIvjil if cRg ^ ■hWM 

’JcJT ^ Rrak'ir if ^4d*l cTS^ff ^f^TcTRT ^ ^TST ^ f | 

TSlfpI if 3PTir f^'Hicb 16 'put aft? 21 'Jollt 2004 ^ if 

yilqcpiyl gro 4)1 Rill ttoritht if ^ -ohm ’jpr ^ Rraf^ 

if amit Tif T7^ T7^ ftcTTg I I aifirg)!^ % gilliqT 4»KM if 

'ill'iM ’Jcir qft4)feld ^ fcT? 'JUIM'^UI srraR W ■eR^ 73lfr>T SRT 

fit? fcTtTR f%gT t I 

4)^ ^ eTfiT^ 4nEn#T 3Tgf& ^ f^ aft? Sij^d l jfd 4)f 

atd'^t^ 4)tJTci! aT^w f^ra1%i 4)t ^ f 14)^ wnft 4)f 4)W^i *** 

arfT^cF)t 4R4)feid 4)t ^ t I eito ^ eR^ ^ 

arg^TR i4l4)ii f I 4)1 Ryi gff gif^ 2002 % E ra i R i EifRd 

4)1 ’Trar afR fci#4 nmci *** 3rRf4)f ^icr/^.'ct afR *** 
arRtcfft 4R4)icid ^ t I oTW 4)T Ej^gj feft gji **♦ % 

qR^lcId |3TT t 1 

^'ilferq, 4)|R4T dUWluil if g^ gJI ’JcET *** aoRt^ 

RralRd fan t I 

vdlMId 

23 . an^ 44 ) 1 ' %' ^ 4 tT 4 PT cpPiqxH 4 t 4 ) viinn if 'di^M ‘jcq 'W 44 

5Rfd ftaq t 1 umrpT cf)R i 4)d 414) ^ aif^ irt 41 aiR nt -wi^^ld (6o%) 

4)1 4)l44 vftxr 374l?1 ^ 4RI4 ***_*** ipf ^ 41^ «j1 cjsnPl f^T ^ 

4lEr 4)1^ afcR 4# t 4fr 4)1Riji afR anRt^ ^ fcRi f^aq gq 

ai4R4fct4) 4)4 ^ 3rf§r4) 41 4T^ ^ t I ?4rfRq MIRI4)1^1 % >344144 4*41 
^ armR 44 4n4I4 if 414^ ER^ 4)1 W>RI ^ i|R4)dd f4)4T t I 

24. ai4:, 40414 if qi45 44f 44 >014141 ^ **♦ 314414)1 ^IcR/»ft.44 
RraURi ^ 11 

awflcBi 

25. m f ^ 4)l41 45l 4f 41^ §34 t 3I4^<41 ^ Plil1d4)f % ReiIRcI 41^ 
if • 4 4 4 1 4 ^ 44 4if 1^ t 3(R 44444 ’JcEf, RRlfll 4)t44 3lR 4144 
4Tf^ ^ qRRm jRf4 4ff 4)11 1 fqifeiq utf^qiRI % Rt4Wr 4)1 
3ra?4t>f1 4141 t alR ^44W ^14RI4 ^41 ^ airaR 44 anil ^rt4lt 4)1 t I 



[vmi—•gfosi] 
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26. ^ t ^ ^mni ^ ^ tr^rofiftoaiRo 19 go 

^ MRcJif^d ddllcjd ^ 3mR W ^ I 4^^d4 ^ 

yrf^^ ^?fe)fcrcf enw w\ ftghw W ?5^ l ^ b^TcW art^ a<k 

^ v3dii<*ft,^ i?H^tfcr 4R4 ^h cTm ^ ^ awSr ^ 

^ ^ ftWR %?IT t I cTHT ^ ^ 

^ araf^ ^ ♦♦♦ ^TcR/’fto^^ aror t mM\ = ^.63 ^ 

^ QR^ty ^ **♦ ^/ifto^ ttht w ti 

f^^lid tlHHd: 

dARm jnij^isyti 

27. iiiR<t>i'5l ^ w vrq^jfcj aimm ^prr ^ ai^^N ^ ^^iRer aftw 

^oarr^owo ♦♦♦ am^t^ ^TcR/^o^ t I utf^i^l ^ anr^r # 

dMcl^ W ft>?n t I *♦* ^sA%^ ^Fcf^jftc^ ^ 155 ^ ^ ?T8JT ♦♦♦ 

ar^Rt^ ^ ^T5=^t ^ w ^ ^ ♦♦♦ 

t I ch^fljfH ♦** (♦♦* af^W ^a^/iftoeiT), 

*♦* arM^ ^icT^o^ afhr aid'i^J^ij w ♦*♦ art^ ttrt ^ t I 

dM^cbd 'HHm'lviUll’ TR ^ ^ ^ ^rfWTT ^ f^[«r ***" 

amr *♦♦ ar^r^ ^rcR/iftos^ ifhft ^ 1 1 


^STRR 


28. ^0 %5rTH ^ ^ 4o ^ ^ ^ cbl44#4lr # mmm JRFR^ m 

vJd^ fen t I ^ ^ mi ^ f^feltw nicft % ^’'JPfFT ^ % #D 

fearm wffeR, ^jrnR gRT RRRd fMfe^ W ^o^oaro - ^rw^FQ-ss^ ^ #0 

fegfM wfR?R ^ yffe fei tttj airaTcit ^ ^ arfe# jt^ f 1 ^ ^ 

amfir^ ^ c^'fR *** ^ ^ ^oan^ow ^ *** feur ^ w aiRKd fe^ ^ 1 
^oantow ^jfer ♦♦* ^/fein t ^ ^ ^ 1 1 


29. ^O^OaTRD 1900 c^ XJ^ ail4id<«9 #0 4l^fe»l ^ tefftfe ^ ^ 

amftr^ ^ ^strr ^ **♦ ^ ^ ^ftoantcRnyo ^ ^ *** feoino ^ amnd fe^ 

t I ^oantow *** ^/feowo t ajk irp ^ ♦*♦ ^/feoino ww 

t I aTRnfer ^?nR vjm^Vi ^ ^ duioif ^ f^feiW ^ fe^ ^ t I 

30. ^ aTRRfet gRT JR^d ^ aUdR ^ nTERd^ ^ dR^ t fe 'niRd af^Td 

^oarr^on^o d?Nd *** ^/feomo t I mIcSh'S, afk wqr 

an^^ (tft xft aTR) ^ arfd)^ ^ ar^dR ^oanfowo, andid d>tdd *♦♦ ^/feoino t 

I nrf^Tdd^t ^ ^o^oaiRO aTR>^ ^ sdR df feJT t ^ dPjpft aife? t afR d^j;dt 
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^ ^ t I jnf^rcF>r^ ^ ^ ^ 

f^ t 1 ^ (**♦ , ***% ^ #TT (**♦ 

^ ♦**% ^ <t>4l5?R (*♦♦ 3ik ^ ♦♦* irf^ 

^ ^ f^ f 1 3R: cbK^Mi IK w ^ amfir ^ 

1 = 48.63 ^ 3fKR RRh^ ^ *♦* ^TeR/Tfft^ 3TSmT 

*** ^ 11 

^OT^OXTQ 

31. ^ t ^ 30^ ^ 3T5^ ^ ^ 

^3rrtq^ ^5tTR 3RTFTT^ ^ ^ 3Tf^ t 3<k #ft3{R 3TtWr ^ ^ 

t 1 ^ ^ ^ "ift 3{FJR ^ 3|Rld45 ilJ^HMcil ^ felT t 

3fk ^ cbl^cll^ijl ^ ^O^O^O ^ 3TRTd ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t I R^ldcr>l 3frf 

3TRTRR^ ^ ^ SHTR ^ R^ld Plcfjiel^ ^ 3T]f^<r>i’<l ^ 

^ STJfTf^ ^ t I 

32. viMcH<SJ STRR 3TR^ ^ SjmK W ^ ^ ^Tlf^ afrjR 

3TPTRT cl^Hd *** ^Tpft t I *** 3r^f^t^ ^TeK/^ftO^ ^ 

Trrt ***% ^ ^85^ #1T (*** 3rt^ ^gTcK/^o^H ), ***% ^ srdM^i ^ 
(*** 3T^rft^ ^leK/^fR^) 3lt? *** jrf^KRT ^ *** 3i^'0cnl 'Slcl'i/xf^ ^0^^ ^ 

ftWK cfK^ ^ ^ 47K^HI ^ TK Pl^!d ^TTR 3Rf^ ^ ^iQ\K 

= 48.63 ^ 3fr?RT RRiT^ ^ ^ *** 3T#Mt *** 

t I 

TOR RTf^ 


33. ^ TOR^ ftRRR^ft ^ 1 ^ R'^IR^ RTRFR R^d <J^*id 

XR TTR^ TTlf^ ^ f^RtRd ^ Ricdl^ ^ ^RRT^ ^ ^ R>T Sl^JMIcl’l 

%^IT t I ^M^^dlj,'8K ^TOTOT SK RFTRI *Jc^ sfk R^lo cr^^d ^ 3nRK XK 
xjrf^RjT^ ^ ^ dlfel4>l ^ STJRK <r>lRi|l ^I^kivj'H, ^IHN slh" ^OX^O^^O ^ 

Rmt^R^ ^ RTR^ ^ xn^ tTKJr ^ R^Ix^^t f^)RT I 











TTOl] 
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^ ^ aiwy iSt ^m4^\ 

34. ^{ft^TT aifePm^l ^ gRT 9(^) 5 ^ ^ ?m g>t ^ ^JT^ 

t ^ ^mRf ^ ^ TTT^ ericT ^ ^ 

^ t I ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Wl % WtTT^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ww t I uiRlchi^ ^ w^ 3rm ^ ^^m*f t % ^ ^ w=t 
13jk ^ w ^ 'H^NH ^ iTRim ftnn t ^ ^ ^ra>R^ w^r ^ ^ ^ 
amr 5=RT^ ^ ^ 'H'Hicni 11 

1. ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ fMcT T^fer TR Tirir 

^ ^ I ^ Ruijiich ^asT ^ ^ ^>rf^,JRRr^ , ^THTR 3jk 
^OIRTOTJO ^ ^ TTlf^ ^ ijfeff TJ^ 3jk wmRr 

^fiST ^ ^ PlylRd ^nf^ % ^ ^IRT W I 

2. ^ ^ ^ viTT^ ^ ^TT^T ^ vSTT^ ^ 

^iq»1l ^ Jl^R cfft ^ Qj?clq«l f^<4! ■'PIT I ^ '^itd ^T dsicg 

^ ^ Rr«jW[/ddll<i<*>1 ^ Reifd<h M5?HMcJl ^ ^ 

f^ 11 ^ ^ anrrw # snwf ^ v3trcT«r 

^ srmRTRf^ w %\ 

3. ^^eREl 311^ ^ 3T5W 2T^ ^ virmr t v5fm 3T^ ^ ^ ^ 3T^ 

^r ^myi^, ^iiFTH 3fR ^oirto^jo % 720.08 ^fto^, 216.35 

T^OZ^ 3fR 135.39 ^0^ ^ Rrafe w «IT I 


^ 3TraT^ ^ ^ ^ 3T^»TR 

1. g^rRziT f^o, ^ mim # ^ 

^ >dd4id<t>^ ^ 17 ^ #, ^ Rrerf^ ^ ^ aron 

cfTriRT ♦♦♦ ^ ^O^toSTRO ^ afPIHT ♦♦♦ t l 

q^M^l ^ ^1 

2. w Ri«Jf^c5 ^ vjdndchli ^ ^ ^ afnrar ^ ^ 

3TfSr^ % 1^ ^ 3fR ^smiR 
^5KqR?FT, (^0TRT03TR) J^ITpTeT f I 3RI ^ 

RjHMid ?mT <5tRm ^TtR^ t I ^OTJ^O fg^j?^ ^ 

3j | vje<^q? R ^ 3T^^ fMf^ ^ >3€fnT ^ 31^ <tiMRdT ^ ^ 

^Rrw ^tR^it ^ ^rrmr sfR 3rtim> v3<qT^ ^rnferr ^ 

^ 3 "5^ Slfto ^ t I 3 |RhI^ TT^^t^TT R> 
vldj l <^ ^ fcR 3Rt ^ OTdT t RiWT ^ ^FOfR 
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|PartI-^ec. 1| 


11 

3. ‘>TK?fhi ^ Jraf^ci ^f«n ^ ^Tszi ^ «if^ 

raif^cfui ^ amfir # ^ ^ ^ armicT ^ ^ t ^ 2T? 

^ f^r^rfcT ^ n 3^ <s(MK ^ ^ 

erRicl ^ mf^ci ^ f^3)t v5TT^ ^#rt I 

4. ^ ^Ir ^ ^ t % vsrm ^ 

3I«r^ Hlfcid f^^rfcT ^TRM 3T8M ^ ^ ylT^ T(f^ ^ ^ 

^ 1 R^dcT) ^ # Tl^rtr^r €TOF3jt cT8IT ^ ?TS2r ^ ^jTM 
# vJ^iqcf>/Pl^^Ia0 ^ Slf^lcbl'^ ^ ^ fen t, ^ R^^TjR’ 

^iF wfer 11 

35. ^M'cIcki fern 11, 3?^-|| ^ cTFF 5# ^ ^ # fe# feg54 W nf^T ^IRH t 

^ SR>R ^ P|oct> 4 ^ “.nifer simrat ^ rtoit, ^FirR ^ wf ^ 

n^tR?ft w Fsn ^ jt^jr ^ nr ^ aiFiRff ^ 

mRu„ 41 JPM^Tfln^ WF82lf TRfelR.nR^§qiI^>3^n?r§$d^^f?^^ 
^rrfer ^ T’ cr>1*idl‘ w nifer an^mfr ^ jmm nr ^ Rm ^rft 

arm^nn^ ^rw rrit t fe mfer aiRicft ^ ^?Rur ^ wf n^ait ^ ^ 

^ nStRcT ^ "Scct^feT femE ant t arsinr Ftf awnr trjr ^ aiFncif' 
^ nftwt 3RmT N3e^«41^i ^ Rrto ant. ^?tnF ^[fe t aRi«n ^ i <ici 

ant t ^ fe an^mf ^ nn> nt tt?ft I 

36. fem 11 ^ ar^tHi- l l(iii) ^ ai^^ ^tf aitf^ t fe w ^ ^ ^ fe?ft 

^ annmt ^ ^ ^ menM rtw w ^ ^ rt ^ t Ft nr febi^t ^ 

nw ^ annrat nn ^rntt ^ arfecR I Fsnft, jr>r nn aife^ fe?n 
RT ■'Hcndi t FF ferfRn Ft ^ fe «c^4) ^ tt annid) ^ ^fer nrsn niRn 
ferfn ^ jif^RiF ^ ^ czro 2 nfem ^ aif^ t a^t^jRzfe ^ ^ gi? anrot 
n5t nr^ nRF t ^ifr ^ anniF nn 3 nfeiF t amr rft n^fe ^ ^ feifF 3% 
tr n>n t ^ ^ ^ anFTF wn ^ anniFt ^ 7% ^ aif^ ^FcTT t; alk 

anniFt ^ wn ^ ^TrRft aife^, annrfeT cRTt wf ^ ^ ^ ^ 

f^ifM ^ ^fer 11 


37. nrf^m>Rt ^ nR^ f fe niEn mf^ F«n ^ ^ gq aimiF, feiR ii ^ 
fetRd ^dtnrart ^ aif^t^ t I 




[MPTI—-gpgl] 
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3S. BTfgr ^ M ^ srmrfcRT cn^fjtb ?Tg>^ ^ 

^ ^IH t" I 3fT^(ifeld ^1^ ^ jrfctWm^ft^T ?T8TT ??TO‘ ^ 

^PTH ar^ ^ goFft?T f^j#>) ^w*ft % gRT f^uiH f^?n ■'t^tt sn cT»it 
?t8tt fMm, ^ ^ M ^ wm ^ ^ t i 

39. ^ ^ m mn^ ^ wm ^ ^fn ^ ^ 

^/ar^4t<-11 (iv) ^ ^'dK ^ 'H‘^dcr>l t, # ^3^fm ^ tr jt^ 

^ '^cwr, «f?mT s3tT#T, fl# ^ TfrsiT, cr™^, PmeT fef>t inf^, 
^ ^rmr ^ i 

(^) ^mrraflf ^ ^ (tM^, cWT w ajm a rr ^dd i c^ ar^^): 


fgJTf ^/f^TTO 



1999-20C 

0 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 


ttIM 

•fnil 


*ffsn 


mx 


Eum 









■ 



2277.603 

37.12 

708.788 

39.75 

86.5 

42.43 

258.61 

43-17 

WITH 

r2353.392 

39.38 

2150.434 

40.57 

2204.78 

44.69 

2329.78 

Eaiai 


131.257 

40.85 

20.63 

38.19 

79.27 

32.30 

159.61 

27.60 


4812.252 

38.36 

2879.852 

40.35 

2370.56 

46.87 

2748 

42.88 

EsiI^IIhi 

136.96 

36.17 

1147.351 

40.86 

501.74 

41.01 

32.32 

41.93 

apHTR 3fl wr 
40 i> cT?cr 
^ arpmr 

4949.212 

38 30 

4027.203 

■ 

2962.29 

45.03 

■ 

42.87 


40. ttMM, xcfTffeg^ cmr ^ arm (#te[R) arr^ ^ aiizmr 

39 wr 40 ^ 3n^ ^ ^ Pf«4tci ^ 1999-2000 # 4949 ’(to^ ^ ^ 

^ ^fcTchy 2002-03 ^ 2780 ^0^^ ^ ^ # I 

41. 4tvjfl>tfl3nt 5M dHei«J ^ 1JF ^ ^4?d| % 

m <T>')R^I 3TCTO 39 40 i> ^ 14197522 ^ 3|«mT 41.68 

^/%01IT0 340,600 f^om 45t W ^ 3Tmm trit I ^smrR ^ 68334836 

wj 3?mT 43.09 "*aD/%o3no ^ TK 1585,904 ft>oino ^ 3imm fl>?n m\ I 
^OTJ^O^O ^ 23, 43,253 WJ 159.21 ^/feoiflO ^ x^T ^{f4^ ^ 

14,718 %0UT0 ^ ^ 3TRm ^ ^ '^t^^ % I 

xftxftaTR gRT 2780.32 ^fto^ ^ ^ ^v41^3TTt ^ ^ 

^ 1941 xfto^ t I ^ ^tcif ^ x}^ xj^ ^ ^^x^T 3rr^ 

X?>T^ ^ v 3 M^tf| gRTX? x^T f j 
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199000 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 







9060 

12832 

14031 

13960 

3rT3rRf 

4949 

4027 

2875 

2780 

3IRRT 

4812 

2879 

2370 

2748 

3fnmr (5RJ ^^rtd) 

137 

1148 

591 

32 


14009 

16859 

16906 

16740 

H\H % ^ vdcil^i 

64.67% 

76.11% 

i 82.99% 

83.39% 

amirat <^>7 % 

35.33% 

23.89% 

17.00% 

16.61% 

aif-vidl ^1 % tl^ 

34.35% 

17.08% 

14.02% 

16.42% 

\i|^ 7701 ^ 

16.26% 

4.20% 

l.S3% 

1.54®/o 

njI^H ctJl 

16.79% 

12.75% 

13.78% 

13.92®/o 

^ f^'Wl 

1.29% 

0.12% 

0.94% 

0.95% 


9223.520 

12,469.553 

1 14809.23 

13642.54 

^ t%HTT 

24.69% 

5.69% 

0.58% 


vJcMM 4 yllMH ^ aii-yidt 

25.52% 

17.25% 

14.89% 

17.08% 

an^TRft ^ flR^ 

1.97% 

0.17% 

0.54% 

1.17% 

v 5 ^l<[ 5 f| ^ ^cHI # ^ 

aTRTcft ^ 

52-17% 

23.10% 

16.01% 


OHa ^ pci’ll ^ cf^ft T^ iHMIol 

34.35% 

17.08% 

13.95®/o 

16-42% 


42. ^ 1999-2000 ^ 14009 ^0^ ^ ^ 2000-01 ^ ^ 16869 ^05^ ^ 

^ 11 ^ ^ ^ ^ |3fT 11 ^ ^ifr^ ^ 

^ 1999-2000 ^ 64.67% ^ ^ 2002-03 (^ ^ 3raf^) ^ 83.39% ^ W t I 

^ ^ ^ ^ 1999-2000 34.35% ^ ^ ^ 16.42% ^ 

t l 


43. ^ ^ "'nto 3imT5ff ^ ^f 32.82 jrfcmar ^(3W g>t 

^r 17.93 wRiJild ^ f^Rras 3n^ t I 





















































































[vmi— 


ww: 3rai«nt»>r 


25 


(^) ^ qixaf^q> V^iRq fiftrag:^ 


44. fl# ^Ir ^ ^rtWt ^ TJ^ f;- 




1999-2000 

2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 

V3W|4*1 

gj 

9223.529 

12469.553 

14809.23 

13642.54 

nrftcT 3IRIRT 


4812.25 

2879.852 

2370.55 

2748 

3RT3?raT?r 

n 

136.96 

1147.351 

591.74 

32.32 

^ (^+ ^+ n) 

n 

14173 

16497 

17772 

16423 

^r\4k 4 MR<^^^^ 






w ^ nRc^^^^ 



+2324 

+1275 

-1349 

^ t nf^c(^H 



+3246 

+2340 

-1167 

la ^ 



-1932 

-509 

+377 

n ^ ^Rcn^^ 



+1010 

-556 

-559 

yiRd %B'Wii 






y>ci ad^KH 


65.08% 

75.59% 

83.33% 

83.07% 

hiRo cr?f 


33.95% 

17.46% 

13.34% 

16.73% 

aiRamnn 


0.97% 

6.96% 

3.33% 

0.20% 


45. vjM^Oxl ^ ^ W t f^ ^ ^ ^Rr ^ ^ 

'SMci*<di Tlr ft t, ^ ^ ^Rr 7.87% ^ f^\m^ ant «ft i ^ 

1999-2000 ^ q(^ ^ 2002-03 ^ 3Rf^ ^ iR^ >3^ ^ WRTR 1%^ # 17.99 
3^RRT ^ f% ft t I TTTf^ 3TRT?it ^ ^RTR ft# ^ ^ ^ 17.22% ^ RrT^ 

ant ^ I annnfr srt wt? th? ft# ^ ^Rc^ '3#n ^ # nt t i 


(^) >acHi<;*i ^ OT?!T v5H<iI<i; 



1999-2000 

2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-03 

^ViiiBd «nnn (#o?r) 





anmr) 

15550 

17800 

18400 

18400 

adllq^ (4 Kjc*i) 





v}dl<l (g>ei \j?^ic;-i) 

9223.529 

12469.553 

14809.23 

13642.54 

wnm aMdln % 





vitiVi (<tt*iai aH<iVi) 

59.32% 

70.05% 

80.48% 

74.14% 


46. n^aff ^ f^ «rr v3#Rt ^ fan t i 1999-2000 t ^#n 

^ amR arc^Rn «ft ^iRfcr> nrfer ajRRdt ^ n^r sft I d^J^xiid nrft^ arR# 
n5t nRT t f#cre ^ amm ^#Rt # annr t I ^ aRl^ ^ ^Rr ^jgnn ^ ^ 
^r ■jft ^ ft t f^RT^ £fm ^R^ ^5#n # nt ^r^ 't ^ annn ^ 

vj^?R^ # niR ^ tf nf^n^n ftni t i 
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(s.) f%g>t twi atranrt ^ ^ifg 


^/%oino 


afrfRi Plcici fta>t 
cj^ (^/^OTTO) 

3ii<iiai ^ cpl*io 


^fURI^ 

villMH 


3RI 

1999-00 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

10000 

2000-01 

117.12 

106.99 

103.06 

93.39 

113.03 

2001-02 

112.89 

111.40 

110.62 

77.15 

uim 

2002-03 (^ ^ 

3Tcrt?l) ^c<j> ^ 

113.88 

112.69 

108.10 

65.44 

108.94 

2002-03( ^ ^ 

3mt^) Mie^M 


132.40 

122.41 

82.12 



, a[rr;f^efi ^ ^ ^ ^Tf^T ^ ^*TTf^ aiflTO R<Jci 

^ t I 


(^) cftl+lcl cj>ai^:" 


cr4 


aTTETRtt ^ H§t| 


V(]^ 3ft^ tef 

chlR^I 

v^r^ir^ 


1999-00 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

2000-01 

117.12 ^ 

106.99 

103.06 

93.39 

2001-02 n 

112.89 

111.40 

110.62 

77.15 

2002-03 

113.88 

112.69 1 

108.10 

65.44 


48. chlR^n WITH ^ #HT 5% ^ 45% ^ 

^ 11 


(B?) <S\m 

^/f^GtUTO 



xrw^o^mo 

1900 

arraKfl ^ 

^>37 ctjlna ^ 

2002-03( ^ 

chlR^JI 

vilWPT 


g>f1w 








4c 4e 4t 






12% ^ 50% ^ I 
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[WTl— 


(Air) dwu4^ i- 


iJlf^4,|cbTl^ 

1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03{^ 

araf^) 






E^ESSSIHB 

100.00 

113.^ 

88.02 

103.66 






»n% 3#NfRT 
tROTO)37H) 

100.00 

117.12 

1:1?2:89 

113.88 

W 



, 


ESEBH 





lil^SSiSHH 



73.51 

ES&SHHI 

gri2ig>i:ii:Fai 

■HHIII^H 





49, vJM^<W ^ ^ JRfSi^T ^ ^ cH^W ^ 1999^2000 ^ 'WX % 

2000-2001 ^ ^ t I 3RRf^l^ ^7^ ^ ^ ^f57^ 

# W^TcT Jl&rf ^ ^ ^ t ! ♦il’i'l*ix ^ ^ fer ^ t 

^T«n ’TTd ^ ^ crnicT ^ 75-80% fl^ t 1 ^ ^ ^ ^ 

goRT ^r vitMIcR ^ cTTO ^ §t ?WT ^ % aHTOt ^ IWT^ ^9^ 

^ ^ I 1%a>t 4gf&41 ^ 4d wr ^ht 

w «iT I H aiM^ ^ ^ t ^ ^ ?f«n ^ % 35ii# i^ iifar # 

^ grT I ^ ^ 2000 ^ ^ l>iW « m f 

^ ^ ^ ^ xi^ 2oot # ^ ^ 

'jft # I 


50, ^ 2Q0t-2@Q2 # ^ ^ *** 

w/^ifter ^ ^ «fr I ^ ^ <?>cil<n ^ ’TT^ 


gft ggRT # ^ «ft l WW 3Rfif # Rm^I<i 5*^ ^ 'sjeJ# ^ # '®cSM 

^ ^ ^ gdHld74> ^ ^ ^ *fr «WT 2000^ ^ ^ 

«?! I 1909^2000 ^ ^ # ^RS|iT *♦♦ ^^*ft02?T ^ ^ 

♦♦♦ ^ «ft I ^ ^ gcwr^ gfe 

1 


51. vjfiw ara® #, ^1^ ^bN ^ ^ ^ 83,39% «n f^Rtit airaR ^ ^ gcFfi 

18V72 jFfcWr 13^ ^ ffe «ft I 3?rarat ^ 1999-2000 ^r 34.35% % 
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2000-01 ^ 16.42% ^ stthtr ^ ^ ^ f^r dd 17.93 

^ sft I ^ ^ C^t^^ 4)d1cfl ^ dldvjJ^d ^I^ 

eTRIR ^iRid ^ cl^ mfer 3ii^idl ^ ^R[ f$fT? 1TTT eTRK ^ 

SIT cRfr1% ^ ^TT«T, ch)R-Ul Tjur^nHI ^sn v^HMH ^ ^ R>| Hd 

'(inmlRld ^ ^ 2ft I ^snfft, ^ RTR^ ft, ^ W t fft? WRftsft 
cmPT wrft ^ ciftTRT ^ ^ ft I 


(i) \3?frrr ^ 3if^ 


RT^: ftto^ (>{^TftdcS() 



1999-2000 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 


100.00 

31.20 

174.08 

113.66 


52. RTfftRR^ vjefm ^ ^ ^ ^ ^STI fftspft ^ cTDra^ 

w?ft wg Rftf Rift ft I 


53. stfftiT ^ n 3^ ^ TiT^ ^ ^ 7 t| t ?T2TT ^ fttt 4t 

■Rft dlf^cf^l ft ffRr^ld ^ ^ ft "RTIT ft:- 







1999-2000 

2000-01 

2001-02 

Wci aidfft 

figft (41 oc:r) 

viejVi ^ 

fl^ 

100 

141.63 

154.87 

154.08 

3IR|R ^Ich 

v3^ 

3TfftR '^cT> 

100 

31.20 

174.08 

113.66 

^j^cfl '^R ft Qsh'l dj ilRlJ^ld ^ ^ ft ft^K 

vatjVi 

5-10% 1-6% 

5-10% 

1-6% 


54. ^ W WcR ft 3it^ ft ^ ^ ffe ift ft, ^ 

^5^ft WTft3ff!R^^ftfft^ra33TTftft ( 






























[VFTl‘-‘gpgl3 

(^) ^ 3ira 




cTRJ m ^4.^ 


1999-2000 


2000-01 


2001-02 


2002-03(^ 

arafil) 


^ra> W fciriK 


i - . '. /N. 

cfPT/i^ 


100,00 


96.62 


100.77 


95.00 




pFirf ^vjft 3?R % 

VJt<Vl 


( 11 . 11 ) 


(14.43) 


16.20 


(1.08) 


- 11 . 11 % 


-14.94% 


16.07% 


•■ 1.14% 


55. ^ 3TTf t ^ '^cftKIcHeb 30^ ^ ^ t 1 

3T^ TT? WRT^ 3nzr JTO ^ ^ f^lfcT ^ ^ TTf^T t I 







1999-2000 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 
(^ arafg^) 

vjeiVi ^ 

('^/cii'a) 

(100.00) 

(129.85) 

145.73 

(9.72) 

v3tjVi ^ fTH (^/^T^) 

61.44 

57.68 

57.66 

56.17 

vJtiVl c|>l 'iq>q jraie 
(^/cTM) 

(38.56) 

(72.17) 

203.40 

46.45 


56. 3TmR ^ # ufm 3T^ ^ vj€jVl ^ ^ f3TT t ?T«ITf^ 

^ ^ w t 3nft ^ ^ ^ ^ t I jram ^gcTR pir t 


'yr!): ?tra ('fjrjl^.g) 



1999-2000 

2000-01. 

2001-02 

2602-03 

it^^m (wj) 





V>t4Vl 

100.00 

100.00 

90.83 

92.20 






\3^Vl 

100.00 

101.25 

112.29 

123.33 
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57. twm ^ ^ 1999-2000 ^ ^ 7.79% ^ t ^ 

(1999-2000 ^ 'jfT^ 3rr3f^ ^cf>) ^ 23.32% ^ ^ ^ f^RT^ cTl^^ ^ 

10% ^ ^ c[>! 3^teT ^ ^ ^ t I ^STTf^r ^ ^ 

Jifir f^dVjR v3?^T^ ^ 1999-2000 ^ tT *** ^ ^ f^Rl^ 3nt t I 


58 , vdM'^tKI ^ '^[^it^Tf ^FTT ^:- 



1999-2000 

2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 

gj^grM ^ 'H’isQfT 

100.00 

100.00 

90.83 

92.20 

3rf^ MRc|?f^ 


0.00% 

-9.17% 

1.52% 


100.00 

141.63 

154.87 

154 08 

5rfi[ ^ Hl:»l ( ’^toC'l) 

100.00 

141.63 

170.50 

167.11 


19 ^ ^ t <bAm^ f^ ^ ^ ^ {M<?\\<rR ^ 

t I 


(7) >dcMI<icbdl 



1999-2000 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03{ ^ 
^ 31clf^) 

(4tO?FT) 





vdtiVi 

100.00 

135.19 

160.56 

147.91 

gS"iM*igaEcgi»Eml^M 

100.00 

100.00 

90.83 

92.20 

jif!r ct>4^i^ \jcqRR (4to^) 
(^) 

100.00 ^ 

135.19 

176.77 

160.41 


60. j^ imi> fe[ ^ ^ t'- 
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^ ^ ^ ^ ^ cFPT^ ^ I^RT^ "ZIF 

^ wm ^ f^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t I ^ ^ xicMKH 

7. 3TFITcft ^ ^ ^ t T?Wt^ i^f^Rrsi cim ^ t ^3tfm 

c[5t ^ 31^ 3T2it^^ 4o to=iM erm^ ^ ^ ^ t i 

^3^ cF^r ♦** TO ^ jrpt to t i ^ stpt^ 

;[f^r^ ^ cf^Rur *♦* ^ srr^r # airof ^ stt i ^ cf^ 

f % 1^0 ttwt^ ^RR ^:?fRT, ^ ^ f^FiWr 

^ ;3?M ^ 1^-t^ ^ ^1M' ^ gro t l cnffe 

^ "TO e[F[ 'd^^T^I ^ t" ^ ^ ^ I y[^ cRF ^ cnjtidl 

^ ^ t, ^TTf^ 3TRncfr ^ ^5RtJT ^ eTOT ^ TOTtTO3Tt ^ ^5T^ 

^ 3RRTaJ ^ t I Rl^f^ WHcT ^r ^ 1^ t f^raWr ^ ^ 1999-00 ^ ^iWr 
^ ^ f I 

8. ^ 3T^ ^ ^3?^m ^ jrrf^ ♦♦♦ w?/f?mn. ^ eft l ^ 

TO^tM TO ^ t ^ ^ 3TR ^ '^t^^ ^5^ *** 5Tf^ 3TTO 

*** WT/f^. ^ ^ Pl^Ne STTTRft I CFT^^ BFnft ^ cF^Wt ^ 1999-00 ^T *** 

^ 2002-2003 ^ *** TO ^ f I 31^: W^ ^fTT^ ^ 

cfW ^ tro ^r ^ v3^ ^ ?twt *** w?/f^o ^snUtr i 

^srrf^r, ^ ^ tort ^ fen vto t ^ ^ 3 ^ (Wft wnfr ^r arrit ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ 3T^3TO TO^ ^) *** TO?/f^. ■q? cFR^ C^ WT ^ ^TTO I 

3RT: ufrq 3Tqf^ ^ qraiT ^ ^ Rknc q cF>T ^T^TOT cFTT^ ^ ^jc3 

*** qq #rnl 

9. v3M^cw |q 7TF f^r^ PicF)idi ^rrm t ^[to totrt t 

?Tt arf^ c^ ^ ^ c}?i TOTO t I 


3r. ^ TT^t cJTTTOTTO) in^ 4 

63. qrftTqq^ ^ t qrm srqf^ ^ ^ i:f^ 5f^ ^ ^ 

3TTto i^^^cb) ^r fin t I nanf^T, ^ f^rf^ ^r to ^ t I 

64. 3TTf^ ^ Tft^ qiTO^sft ^ fiH t ! nif^TO^ 

f ^ qrro 3iff^ f^ n1^ qrTO^sft totrt to f^nr qrmr ^ ^ 
sfRTTcft ^ TOnq qretm cF?r cjK-df^a> q^TOT ^ qTTqnT I vjsfm 
TOnf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ TOTO t TOff^ fcRetro 3Tqftr 3fR wq 3Tqf^ c^ 

TOTN ^ ^ 3TTTO qil^ OTITO qq ^ ^ \ ^ ^]f^ 3TTTOfr ^ 

\dtjVi Piciei f^sF^t hiRi TO?!’ ^ sff 3flq q^ qrrq 3TcrRr fcTq f^tilRd vdei'l-'i 

q^ dM|q q^ ^ qnr q^ 8ft I qifimqft Rpq?^ Plcbtd^ f Wr qft jmrfftq 

q^ cjic^ 3nf^qT Hi'^q'Sl ft "ft Rqq^ ft fj '^TO qf^ qft^ 'ft qTTOftftt qft 
TORT qft arftsTT q^ qft qqftt t I 
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uft^ mRuiw 

65. ^ cF>^ ^ ^ ^ f^ chM^ # f^; 

(cf?) 1WI^, vin^ 3k ^qTfnTf ^ ija ^ smi sr# ^ fkrffkr 

^ 1900 >jacir ^ iim ^ fkik wtrt ^ % 

^ ^>t*T?T ^ ^ t f^^cj> ^>Rur tnCT |3IT t; 

(^) ^£4^1 ^ c||>wf^ch ^ t; 

(^) ^ TC=TM^f5iftrai N3n?n tat5jmi1^afirvsn^^taku? 

3?flraj ^ f I 

(*■ 3RT: cfJkJlT ^I'^KI'Jt), VSNH sk ^ ’JfT ^ swai ^ P | 4ftd 

^!;erf^ ^ (T?a^3n^ i90o ^ siraicit q? apj; waM ^ ^ ^ 

ch -idl ^Rifl d'lstl ’rai t I axitRld <)<*!< gRT if X3i^ ^ 

^ aif^rRl ^ ckhi ^ cTPi# t I TOk>^ 9 if df^Rsd 

^rflr I 


1. kr 

2. ^ 

3. ^ {m. ^./t^.irr.) 

^iR^i Tpwiwi 

^fPft vJCHiqcr>/ftijy^-^ 

i 0.0689 1 

VJIIMH 

^ ^■^l<^ct>/t^4^idch 

1 0,1045 


Wfl «cv|iqcr>/f^^i|Jd4) 

[ 0,197 


^ J ^ 3 fl<4iai ^ 1962 ^ ^H l ^c4> 

SHT ^wi^lcifl PTfellx^i ^ ^ afl? tf^ 1975 

3, 3^, 8?f, 9 3k 9^ ^ siakr oPinr igsaS ^ ?rtt 

?nf^d ^ I ^ 

^ 3tt ^ ^ fo eii4> arite ^m4«ki srflrPmJT ^ 

^ (f^ni^) apflcFlq -^wif^icb^ui ^ ^ ^ l 

tM5^3nfMsid 


2328 G)/2004—5 
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ftlNSlinr OP CX>MMERCK ATOk 1^^ 
p]RECIalAlEGE^ffiRALOF A]^4XJMF1N^ ALUEDDUnE$) 

NOlVICATKVi 
New Delhi the 27tii July, 2004 
l^al Findiiigs 

Subject: Sunset Review of Anti-Dumping imposed on import of Styrene Butadiene 
Rubber (SBR) 1900 series ori^nating in or exported from Japan, Korea RP and USA. 


No. 15/5/2003-DGAD - Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, as amended in 
1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping 
Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 thereof: 


A. PROCEDURE 

1. The procedure described below has been followed subsequent to the initiation of sunset 

review investigations: 

(a) The Designated Authority (hereinafter also referred to as the Authority) 
initiated the Sunset Review investigation of Anti Dumping Duty imposed on 
imports of Styrene Butadiene Rubber (SBR) 1900 series originating in or 
exported from Japan, Korea RP and USA pursuant to the final findings of the 
mid-term review investigations notified vide notification No. 34/1/2000-DGAD 
dated 3'** July 2001. The review covers all aspects of Final Findings (review) 
notification no. 34/1/2000-DGAD dated 3^^ July 2001. 

(b) The Designated Authority notified the initiation of this Sunset Review viot, 
notification no. No. 15/5/2003-DGAD dated 30*** July, 2003 with regard to anti¬ 
dumping investigations concerhing imports of Styrene Butadiene Rubber (SBR) 
1900 series originating in or export^ from Japan, Korea RP and USA and 
forwarded a copy of the Initiation Notification to the known interested parties, 
who were requeued to furnish their views , if any, on the said findings within 
forty days from the date of the letter; 

(c) The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to all the known exporters 
and industry associations (whose details were made available by the applicants ) 
and gave them an opportunity to make their views known in wnting in 
according with the rule 6(2); 

(d) The Authority forwsoded a copy of the public notice to all the known importers 
and consumers of SBR in India (whose details were made available by the 
applicants) and advised than an opportunity to make their views known in 
wnting within forty days from the date of the leiter. 







[<TPTl~'?SP»g 1] 
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(e) The Authority sent a qucstioraiaire, to &e following mamifecturers of SBR m 
the subject countries, in accordance witii the rule 6(4). These con^mnes, 
however, have not filed any re^jonse tote w^ewters qu^onnaire:- 

♦ Ameripoi Synpol Company, r 

146, High Stgreet, 

Akron, Ohio 44308 
USA. 

♦ Korea Kumho Petrochemical Co. Ltd. 

Kumho Building # 57 Slumunnol-Oa, 

Jongro Gu, 

Seoul Korea. 

♦ M/S Nippon Zeon Company Ltd., 

Furukawa Sogo Building, 

6-1 Marunouchi 2-chome, 

Chiyoda-ku, 

Tokyo 100 
Japan. 

♦ M/S JSR Corporation, 

2-11-24-Tsukji, 

Chuo-ku, 

Tokyo 104, 

Japan. 

(0 The Embassies of J^jan, Korea RP and 
the initiation of te review in accoiteice 

the exporters/producers from their countries to to te qaetemiaife 

within the prescribed time. A copy of the letter and toe 

exporters was also sent to the Embassies, olappiM a Eitt of tomwn 
exporters/producers. Ntme of the exporters^’X'odaoaes, ted any 

response to the exporters questionnaire. 

Vide letter dated 9*'’ / 10*” Dccenter, 2003, the Auterily requested M/s 
Rishiroop Polymere Pvt. Ltd., an importer of te suli^ who were 
authorised by IWs. Korea Kumho Petrochemtotl Cenn^any Ltd. to 

represent them in all matters pertaimng to this investigation, to file a complete 
non*confidential version of the erqxvrters re^xmse. Vide totter dated 22"** 
March, 2004, it was reiter^ed by the Ai^iority that imder the WTO ADA M/s 
KKPC is required to toish a complete response to the exporters questio^re 
with a non-cohfidential summary thereof which had not been submitted by 
them. They were also requested to provide all export invoices relating to 
KKPC s exports of KOSYN KHS - 68 during the period of investigation. M/s. 
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KKPC was advised to furnish a complete response to the exporters 
questionnaire with a non-confidential summary thereof by 5*^ April, 2004. 

The Authority notes that M/s. KKPC did not file a response to the exporters 
questionnaire with a non-confidential version thereof. M/s. Rishiroop Polymers 
Pvt. Ltd., Mumbai did not file a response to the importers questionnaire. 

(g) A questionnaire was sent to the following importers and/or consumers of SBR 
in India calling for necessary information in accordance with rule 6(4); 

♦ Paragon Rubber Industries, 

P.B.No. 61, Matteethra Building, 

Baker Junction, Kottayam, 

Kerala 

♦ Texim International, 

1 -3 A, Talco Indl. Estate, 

Madhavaram, 

Madras 600 060 

♦ Bykoff Rubber Inds, 

Chelembra P.0,, 

Malapuram Dist., 

Kerala - 673 634 
Tele: 0494-401163 

♦ Malaya Trade Impex P.Ltd., 

' Rubber Bhavan', Malaya Comer, 

M.C.Road, Kodimatha, 

Kottayam, 

Kerala 

♦ Jossco Rubbers, 

8/50, Moonalingal, 

Calicut 673 032 

♦ Paragon Polymer Products P. Ltd,, 

Kanakagiri Village, 

Kakkapalayam PO, 

Salem 637 504 

♦ Leader Rubber Inds, 

Industries Development Pot, 

West Hill (Koxikode), 

Calicut, Kerala 
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♦ Veeksay Rubber Inds, 

VII/248, NH-17,Nallalani, 
Panchayat, Kolathara P.O., 
Kozithode, 

Kerala 

♦ Safar Rubbers, 

B.No. VI/37, Aykkarappadi, 

P.O. Mallappuram, 

Kerala 

♦ Kerala Footwear Products, 

Calicut Times Xomplex, 

Railway Station Link Road, 

Calicut, Kerala 

♦ Arihant Rubber & Chemicals, 

159, Rabindra Sarani, 

Calcutta 700 007 

♦ Chemi Colour Agency, 

12, Bonfield Lane, 

Calcutta 700 001 

♦ Viking Rubbers P Ltd., 

VII/612, Matha Shopping Arcade, 
Thodupuzha, 

Kerala 

♦ Bombay Pigments & Allied Products, 
Palathinal Building, 

M.C. Road, 

Kottayam, 

Kerala 

♦ Neo Rubber Foot Crafts P Ltd., 

Matha Shopping Arcade, 

Thodupuzha Idukki District, 

Kerala 

♦ Footcare Rubber Inds, 

VIII/5749(B), P.B. No. 3, 

Parathode, Kanjirapa, 

Kottayam Distt., 

Kerala 
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♦ Preston India P. Ltd., 

45-Al, 2nd Phase, 

Peenya Indl. Area, 

Bangalore - 560 058 

♦ Maharastra Trading Corporation, 

137, Raudat Tahera Marg, 

137, Raudat Tahera Marg, 

Mumbai -3 

♦ All India Rubber Industries Association, 

Northern Region, 

New-Delhi- 110 008 

(h) The Authority provided an opportunity to all interested parties to present their 
views orally on 7* June, 2004. All parties presenting views ordly were 
requested to file written submissions of the views expressed orally at the time of 
the public hearing. The parties were advised to collect copies of the views 
expressed by the opposing parties and offer rejoinders, if any. 

(i) The Authority made available the public file to all interested parties containing 
non-confidential version of all evidence submitted and arguments made by 
various interested parties; 

(j) The arguments raised by the petitioners and other interested parties have been 
appropriately dealt with in these findings; the written submissions and 
rejoinders submitted by the domestic industry, exporters and importers in the 
oral hearing held by the Authority on 7^ June 2004 have been considered by the 
Designated Authority on merits in order to arrive at a final determination. 

(k) Request was made to the Central Board of Excise and Customs (CBEC) to 
provide details of imports of the subject goods. Request was also made to 
DGCIS, Kolkata to provide details of transaction-wise imports made in India of 
the said article during the period of investigation alongwith Bills of Entry 
numbers and dates, country of origin, description of the imported subject goods, 
volume and value of import and the names and addresses of the importers. 

(l) The investigation of dumping and injury covered the period from April, 2002 
to 31*^ March, 2003 (12 months) which is referred to as the 'period of 
investigation' or the 'POI'. The examination of trends relevant for the analysis of 
injury covered the years from 1999-2000 to the period of investigation (injury 
analysis period). 

(m) In accordance with Rule 16 supra, the essential facts/basis considered for these 
findings were disclosed to known interested parties and comments received on 
the same, have been duly considered in these findings. Comments from M/s 
Rishiroop Polymers representing M/s Korea Kumho, the exporter fiom Korea 




RP have been considered in these findings. The Authority notes that the 
domestic industry have not offered their comments on the disclosure statement 
as they have informed the Authority vide letter dated 26^ July, 2004 that they 
have preferred a writ petition before the Hon'ble High Court at New-Delhi 
which was filed on 26^^ July 2004. 

notification represents information furnished by an interested party 
on confidential basis and so considered by the Authority upon being satisfied as 
to Its confidentiality, under the Rules. 

PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION 

The prt^uct under investigation is all grades of Styrene Butadiene Rubber (SBR) 1900 
senes classified under customs heading nos, 3903.90 and 4002.19 of the Customs Tariff 
Act, 1975 originating in or exported from Japan, Korea RP and USA The original 

notification dated 2/6/99 recommended duty on SBR 
.j senes. However, scope of duty was restricted to SBR 1900 series 

vide mid term review notification dated 3™ July 2001. 

"^e classification is, however, indicative only and. in no way binding on the scope of 
the present sunset review investigations. 


Views expressed by Exporter on Product Under Consideration: 

M/s. Rishiroop Polyn^ Pvt. Ltd. (an importer representing the exporter of the product 
under consideration from Korea RP) vide their letter dated 7"' October, 2003 made 

regarding the subject investigations including the 
export of MS-68 dming the review POI. The Authority had requested for a non- 
confidential vwsion of the exporter’s response and of the letter dated 7^ October 2003 
winch submittrf on May, 2004. Vide this response, the exporter enclosed 
wpies of non-confidential version of their confidential letter dated 7*^ October 2003 

Annexures submitted to the letter dated 7* 
October, 2003 are not amenable to summarisation as they are confidential in nature. 

importer. M/s. Rishiroop Polymers has 
subnutted that KKPC, the exporter from Korea RP did not export any Stvrene 
Butadiene RuUter 1900 series to India during the POI. Consequently, KKPC did not 


additionally sutoitted that KKPC did export 410 MT of Styrene Butadiene 

fi««/ H name KOSYN KHS-68 having st^e content of 

68 /o durtng the revievv POI. In this regard, the Designated Authori^ImXady held in 

und« mvestigation that the product KOSYN KHS-68 is a synthetic resfo fidling 
er Custoim sub-headmg no. 3903.90 and was not the product under amsidetaficm 

SBR ™ KKPC b. « 


40 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXIKAORDIN ARY 


[Part I— Sec. 1] 


7. In view of the foregoing, it has been submitted that since KKPG did not export the 
product under investigation during the sunset review POI, it does not consider it 
necessary or relevant to submit any of the responses to the exporters questionnaire 
excepting Appendix 7 to show the state of affairs of KKPC during the review POI. 
Thus the data as per Appendix 7 of the exporters questionnaire has been enclosed in 
confidential form. 

Examination by Authority 

8. The Authority has taken note of all material on its records as regards KHS-68 being a 
member of SBR 1900 series, known in popular parlance as High Styrene Rubber or 
HSR. The Authority has also noted the submissions of the exporter in its response to 
the disclosure statement, as regards the product under consideration. In this connection, 
the Authority recalls its views on product under consideration in the final findings dated 
2^^ June, 1999 and final findings of the mid-term review dated 3^** July, 2001. The 
contention of the exporter that KHS-68, is not the product under consideration and 
therefore, not the subject matter of this investigation has been dealt with in detail in the 
earlier mid-term review findings 

9. The Hon'ble CEGAT noted in its decision dated 2.2.2000 that antidumping duty is on 
all grades of SBR, whether falling under sub-heading 4002 or 3903. Customk 
authorities have to impose duty on all types of SBR, irrespective of their classification. 

10. Since the purpose of a sunset review, as set out in the aforestated provisions, is limited 
to the requirement to examine if the cessation of such duty is likely to lead to 
continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury, the Authority confirms the findings 
on product under consideration as considered in the earlier final and review findings. 

C. LIKE ARTICLE 

11. Rule 2(d) of the anti-dumping rules specifies that “Like Article” means an article which 
is identical or alike in all respects to Ae product under investigation or in the absence of 
such an Article, another Article, having characteristics closely resembling those of the 
articles under examinations. 

12. There is no argument disputing that SBR 1900 produced by the domestic industry has 
characteristics closely resembling the imported product and is substitutable by the SBR 
imported from the subject countries both commercially and technically. 

13. SBR 1900 series produced by the domestic industry has been treated as Like Article to 
the product exported from Japan, Korea RP and USA, within the meaning of Rule 2(d). 

14. The Authority confirms the earlier final and review investigations finding s on Like 
Article. 




^r>gl3 
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D. Domestic Industry 

15. M/s Apar Industries Ltd. Apar House, Corporate Park, Sion-Trombay Road, Chembur, 
Mvimbai- 400 071 and M/s Apcotex Lattices, Ltd. Mumbai, were considered the 
Domestic Industry in the earlier notification. The Authority has considered these 
companies as constituting the domestic industry in accordance with the Customs Tariff 
(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles 
and for Detenhination of Injury), Rules 1995. 

E. Period of Investigation:- 

r * - - 

16. The period of investigation for the purpose of the present sunset review is 1^^ April 
2002 to 3 r* March 2003 (12 months). 

F. Submissions made by Exporters: 

M/s. Korea Kumho Petrochemical Ltd. (KKPC) / M/s. Risbiroop Polymers Pvt. 
Ltd. 

1. KKPC is a multi-product, multi-locational manufacturing company producing 
styrene butadiene rubber, acrylonitrile rubbers, butadiene rubbers, solution 
SBR, thermoplastic rubbers, synthetic resins, rubber chemicals, SB resins and 
electronic materials etc. 

2. SBR, NBR and SB resins are produced by KKPC at their Ulsan facilities 
whereas the polybutadiene rubber, solution SBR, thermoplastic rubber, 
butadiene and steam are produced at their Yaesu plant, facility. Additionally 
KKPC produces synthetic resin such as polystyrene, SBS, etc. at an independent 
location and also produces rubber chemicals at a separate location. 

3. The data submitted by KKPC for the period of investigation of April 2002 to 
March 2003 in Appendix 7 clearly shows no production or sales of SBR 1900 
series. The data shown therein concerns the production and sales of SBR falling 
under 1500 and 1700 only. Furthermore in the said Appendix 6, the data is 
submitted for Styrene Butadiene Co-Polymer Resin "SB-Resin". 

4. Since KKPC did not export any 1900 series during the review POl, the 
Authority has to examine the future likelihood of dumping and consequential 
likelihood injury, if any, to the domestic industry in the event the anti-dumping 
measures.in force are revoked. The analysis of this future likelihood of dumping 
has to be seen in the light of various factors concerning KKPC alone for which 
we make the following submissions hereunder: 

a) KKPC has not exported any SBR 1900 series to India for more than two 
years and has no intention to do so and could not cause or tlireaten any 
injury to the domestic industry in any foreseeable future. 

b) KKPC has no plan for expansion of its existing facilities at Ulsan for SBR 
production and as submitted in Appendix 7 attached hereto the total polymer 
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production (SBR, NBR and SB Resin) capacity at Ulsan plant is »*• MT 
against which the total polymer production has been of the order of MT 
during the review POI which translate into an operating ratio of of the 
milled capaaty. It is submitted that this being the case it is evident that 
^ „ has sufficient orders and market for other grades of SBR, NBR and 
SB Resms ^1 of which are produced at the Ulsan facility in different 
production lines. Thus KKPC does not have any surplus capacity or 
inventory for production of SBR 1900 series in the foreseeable Mure so as 
to cause or threaten to cause any large scale exports to India consequential 
likelihood of My potential injury or threat of injury to the domestic industry. 

c) At Annexure C to this KKPC submit the audited statement of income and 
balance shert for the calendar year 2002 which constitute its fiscal year The 
statement of income clearly show that KKPC is a profitable company and 
did not incOT any losses during the calendar year 2002. Furthermore, it is 

20oTn 

2003 to March 2003 were profitable. 

d) At Annexure D the basis for determination of the Exchange Rate of USD vs 
Korean Won for POI has been enclosed. 

Submissions made by Importers: 

(1) All India Rubber Industries Association 

1. In the mid-tem review Final Findings the Designated Authority has enlarged 

e scope of the product under consideration so as to read "all grades of SBR 
0 series viz.. High Styrene Resin Masterbatch..." which is objectionable. 

2. High Styrene Resin Masterbatch is a very wide term which includes not only 

Chapter 

3. The domestic industry has not disclosed essential facts in their application to the 

fiuZ H of vital informal likHiS-it 

bgures. production volume of SBR as ’Confidential’. ^ 

uHli’J;'”' operating rate for their plant capacity 

utilisation and did not have any drop in production or sales during the perfod of 
1 nvestigation as compared with the earlier period. ^ 

' isTactrWetl^aU*^7" conditions 

the countries and on 

other hand «s basic raw material has be«i si*jeoted to anti-dumping duty. 

^ f‘’°‘'^oar industry, which 

to the weaker sections of 

soci^, wxo of Its la^ are in flie smail'sc^ sector. 
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(II) PlarsgoB Rsbbcr Industries 

1. The compffliy is a manufacturii^ tiidt located in Kotta^am. It is ei^iged m the 
m^fiufacture of Rubber Hawai Ch^ppnls* 

2. The syi^xetk rubber SBR ifS-^ in^xnted by ^em is mai^ctufed by M/s. 
Zeon C<wi>Qii^<m, and they dad throi^ Ml^ Mltsubiabi Corporation 
who is the sole selling agem for them m the Asm Fbctfic re^on. 

3. The details regarding imports have been ll|e Company has imported 

a (pantity of kg for a cif value ofRs. ♦♦‘•anring ^ POI. The cif price 
is Rs. ♦ ♦ ♦/kg and die landed value woiks oolin RaL 

4. The OxB^pmy has also proewed a t^ant^ ^ kg. frein mdigeiwus 
mamifactinrers. The unit price works out to Rs; 

(III) VOui^ Rubbers Pvt Ltd. 

1. The company is an impeuter of SBR1900 seiku 

2. The quantities imported by them fitom li^ bviie been foinsbetf diem. The 
Company has imjxirt^ a quantity of ♦♦♦ kgibr a cifvuliie of ♦♦^ durn^ the 
POL The unit cif price is Rs. ♦♦♦/kg and tbe lanied value works out to Rs. 

/kg. ThC’ imported product has been usBd'ksnDaBnftctusi^g ibriiber Hawat 
Chappals. 

3 . The Company has also procured a kg of a wdne oTRs ♦^f from 

Apeotex Lattices in 2000^)! . Tlie tniR jniorwoiku out'te Kt, bi 2001- 

02 a quantity (^♦♦^ kg was proeofed bomi^pcotex Lattaute 
The unit price worics out to Rs ♦♦♦/kg. A qaaotily of a wto of Rs 

♦♦♦ was procured from M/s Apar Industries. Hie unit price works out to Rs 

H. DUMPING;- 

Exporters ai^d Producers of tbe Subject Goods in tbr Countries oferi^:- 

17. The Authority sent questioimaires to the known exporters froiti die subject countries in 

te ^ of section 9 A (1). Exporters have not responded by way of fumi^ing 
mform^on in response to the expmtofs que^ormi^ forwarded to them by the 
Authority. There arc therefore no dsums made by die expOTters in tbe subject countries 
with regard to Normal Value ^ The Authority has therefore been 

constrained to rely i^ioo ‘fiajls availabie’ with regard to Normal Value and Export Price 
respectively. 

18. M/s Korea Kumho (tough M/s Rishiroop, Polymers) has submitted that 're 
Designated Authority did not make any request for verification of data submitted by 
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KKPC in the confidential form and it is understood that the Designated Authority has 
accepted data to the extent submitted by KKPC as accurate and appropriate. 

i The Authority notes that the main purpose of an on-the-spot investigation is to verify 
the information provided in response to the exporters' questionnaire and to obtain 
further details, if necessary. In the present sunset review investigations, M/s Korea 
Kumho did not file a response to the exporters questionnaire. The Authority therefore 
considers M/s Korea Kumho to be non-co-operative. M/s KKPC in its submissions 
stated that since it did not export the product under investigation during the sunset 
review POI, it did not consider it necessary or relevant to submit any of the responses to 
the exporters questionnaire excepting Appendix 7 to show the state of affairs of KKPC 
during the review POI. Thus the data as per Appendix 7 of the exporters questionnaire 
was enclosed in confidential form. The exporter subsequently clarified that it was not 
amenable to summarisation. The accuracy and appropriateness of the data could not be 
ascertained by the Authority as an exporter's verification could not be carried out in the 
absence of a complete response to the exporters questionnaire in all respects. In the 
absence of a complete response to the exporters questionnaire as a result of which an 
on-the-spot verification was not made possible, the Designated Authority was unable to 
accept data to the extent submitted by KKPC as accurate and appropriate under the 
WTO ADA and the anti-dumping Rules. 

Normal Value:- 

Korea RP 

20. The Authority notes that M/s Korea Kumho has not participated in this sunset review 
investigation by way of furnishing a response to the exporters questionnaire as 
requested by the Designated Authority. M/s. Rishiroop Polymers Pvt. Ltd. vide their 
letter dated f October, 2003 made certain confidential submissions regarding the 
subject investigations including the export of KHS-68 during the review POI. The 
Authority had requested for a non-confidential version of the exporter's response and of 
the letter dated f October, 2003 which was submitted on 17‘^ May, 2004. Vide this 
response, the exporter enclosed two copies of non-confidential version of their 
confidential letter dated 7 October, 2003. They have also stated therein that the 
Annexures submitted to the letter dated 7’'^ October, 2003 are not amenable to 
summarisation as they are confidential in nature. 

21. It has been additionally submitted that KKPC did export 410 MT of Styrene Butadiene 
Co-Polymer Resin under their brand name KOSYN KHS-68 having styrene content of 
68% during the review POI. It has been submitted by M/s KKPC that since they did not 
export the product under investigation during the sunset review POI, it did not consider 
it necessary or relevant to submit any of the responses to the exporters questionnaire 
excepting Appendix 7 to show the state of affairs of KKPC during the review POI. 

Thus the data as per Appendix 7 of the exporters questionnaire has been enclosed in 
confidential form. 


[WTI—1] __ ; aroPTO _^ 

22. In the absence of participation by M/s KKPC by way of furnishing a complete response 
to the exporters questionnaire the Authority has been constrained to rely on 'facts 
available' in its determination of normal value of the subject goods in Korea RP. In this 
connection the Authority notes that, the exporter has, in its written submissions dated 
19 June 2004, stated that KKPC has cooperated in several proceedings before the 
Designated Authority and the data on its cost for SBR and NBR for several years is 
available in the record of previously concluded investigations, including the latest 
submissions made by KKPC which covers the costs of SBR operation as well. KKPC 
has stated that the Authority can determine the cost to make and sell SBR 1900 series 
for KKPC from the confidential submissions made by them before the Authority. In its 
examination the Authority has constructed the normal value for the subject goods based 
on information available. 

23. In the absence of participation by exporters from Korea RP by way of furnishing a 
complete response to the exporters questionnaire, the Authority has been constrained to 
rely on 'facts available' in its determination of normal value of the subject goods in 
Korea RP. 

The domestic industry vide its submissions dated 16**^ July and 21®* July, 2004 has 
contested the methodology adopted by the Designated Authority in its determination of 
normal value for the subject goods in Korea RP. the Designated Authority has 
considered the replies given by the domestic industry on merits in order to construct the 
normal value in Korea RP. 


The raw material costs have been determined as per international prices for styrene and 
butadiene for the POL The raw material price works out to USD ’*'** /MT. The 
consumption norms have been adopted as per domestic industry norms The quantum of 
SGA and finance cost, as assessed from the Annual Report 2002 of Korea Kumho 

works out to USD /MT and USD /MT respectively. The profit element works 
out to % of sales. 


/mT^^ value for the subject goods in Korea RP is, therefore, determined to be USD 


Japan 

The apphcmts have submitted evidence of normal value in Japan fiom ‘The Japan 
Chemical Week. According to the Japan Chemical Week, the price of SBR, high 
styrene (60/o) ranged between Yen during the POL H^ever there is ^ 

variation in this price which also appears to be unrealistically high when compared to 
Korea and USA. The Authonty has been therefore constructed the cost of the subject 
goods in Japan based on 'facts available'. 

^**/mT^^ subject goods in Japan is therefore determined to be USD 
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USA 

25. The Authority observes that the exporters from USA have not responded to the 
questionnaire in the prescribed format and have not furnished information relating to 
normal value, export price, and dumping margin. The Authority therefore considers the 
exporters to be non*K:ooperative aid has proceeded on best available information. 

26. The applicants have requested that the normal value in USA be accepted on the basis of 
constructed cost of production of SBR 1900 series. In the circumstances the Authority 
has been constrained to determine the constructed cost. The Authority has considered 
the international prices of raw materials during the POI as per available data and 
normative conversion cost of the most efficient domestic producer. After adding a 
reasonable profit, the normal value in USA is therefore considered to be USD ***/MT. 

Export Price: 

Korea RP 

27. As per information on imports available with the Authority, the weighted average cif 
price of the subject goods works out to USD ***/MT. The Authority has considered 
adjustments as available in its records. After considering ocean freight as USD ***/MT 
and marine insurance as USD ♦♦♦/MT the fob price works out to USD ***/MT. 
Commission is considered as ***% (USD ♦♦♦/MT), packing as USD ♦♦"‘/MT and 
inland freight as USD ***/MT. After considering the aforesaid adjustments, the ex- 
factory export price is considered to be USD ***/MT or Rs ***/MT. 

^ Japan 

28. M/s Paragon Rubbers and M/s Viking Rubbers have responded to the importers 
questionnaire in these proceetfings. M/s Paragon Rubber Industries which is engaged in 
the manufacture of Rubber Hawai Chappals, has furnished details regarding imports 
made by them of synthetic rubber SBR HS-860 manufactured by M/s. Zeon 
Corporation, J^an through M/s. Mitsubishi Corporation. The Company has imported a 
quantity of ***kg for a cif value of Rs. ***during the POI. The unit cif price is Rs. 
***/kg and the landed value works out to Rs. ***/kg. 

29. M/s Viking Rubbers Pvt. Ltd., an importer of SBR 1900 series, has imported a quantity 
of ♦♦♦kg for a cif value of Rs. *♦♦ during the POI from Japan. The unit cif price is Rs. 
♦♦♦/kg and the landed value works out to Rs. ♦♦♦/kg. The imported product has been 
used for manufacturing Rubber Hawai Chappals. 

30. Based on the inform^mi fiamshed by these inciters, the Authority notes that the 
weighted average cif imi»rt price works out to Rs ♦♦♦/kg. As per Polymers, Plastics 
and Rubber Trade Intelligence (PPR) data the cif import price is Rs ♦♦♦/kg. The 
Authority has gone by PPR data which is slightly higher and covers the entire POI. The 
Authority has considered adjustments as available in its records. Adjustments have 
been made for ocean freight (USD ♦♦♦/MT), marine insurance at ♦♦♦% (USD ♦♦♦/MT) 





[*Tini—^ragi] 
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2. In examining whether dumping was likely to continue in significant quantities, 
certain information were analysed. In these investigations, exporters/producers 
from the subject countries have not cooperated by filing response to the 
exporters questionnaire. In the absence of any cooperating company, the 
analysis of imports was based on available data. 

3. As per available data, it is seen that in the post POI period, a quantity of 720,08 
MX, 216.35 MX and 135.39 MX was exported from Korea RP, Japan and USA, 
respectively. 

Projection for Future Imports 

1. Korea Kumho Petrochemical Co, Ltd., which is one of the producers of the 
subject goods in Korea RP has an annual synthetic rubber production capacity 
of approximately *** tonnes. The dedicated capacity for SBR alone is *** 
tonnes. This has enabled them to develop into one of the leading companies in 
the world synthetic rubber industry. 

2. Five synthetic rubber producers account for over one third of total world 
capacity. These include the Goodyear Tire & Rubber Co. & Japan Synthetic 
Rubber Corporation (JSR). Other major players include Ameripol Synpol 
Corporation and Korea Kumho. As per US Industry and Trade Outlook®, many 
in the Synthetic Rubber Industry believe that capacity in South Korea could be 
as great as three times domestic demand with more scheduled to come on line. 
This would mean that there is still significant capacity available for export 
production which could potentially be used to increase exports to India in the 
event of expiry of the measures. 

3. Having regard to the current price levels in the Indian market and to the fact that 
imports have continued to come in from the subject countries throughout the 
injury analysis period, it is likely that exporting producers would continue to 
sell at dumped prices in order to regain their lost market shares. 

4. There is nothing to suggest that dumping margins or dumped exports 
determined for the POI would disappear or decrease should the measures be 
allowed to expire. This is likely in view of substantial capacities in the 
exporting countries and the fact that no producer/exporter has cooperated with 
the Authority in these investigations. 

INJURY:- 

35. Under Rule 11, Annexure-II of the Anti-Dumping Rules, when a finding of injury is 
arrived at, such finding shall involve determination of the injury to the domestic 
industry, “taking into account all relevant facts, including the volume of dumped 
imports, their effect on prices in the domestic market for like articles and the 
consequent effect of such imports on domestic producers of such article...” In 
considering the effect of the dumped imports on prices, it is considered necessary to 
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examine whether there has been a $ignifica]|t price undercutting by the dumped imports 
as compared with the price of the like article in India, or whether the effect of such 
imports is otherwise to depress prices to a significant degree or prevent price increase, 
which otherwise would have occurred, to a significant de^ee. 

36. Aiinexure n(iii) under Rule 11 further provides that in case vriieie imports of a product 
from more than one country are being simultaneously subjected to anti-dumping 
investigations, the Designated Authority will cumulatively assess the effect of such 
imports, only when it determines that the margin of dumping established in relation to 
the imports from each country is more than two p^ cent expressed as a percentage of 
export price and the volume of the imports firom each country, is three per cent of the 
imports of the like article or vriiere the export of the individual countries is less than 
three per cent, the imports cumulatively account for more than seven per cent of the 
imports of the like article, and cumulative assessment of the effect of imports is 
appropriate in light of the conditions of competition between the imported article and 
the like domestic article. 

37. The Authority notes that the margin of dumping and quantum of impOTts from the 
subject countries are more than Ac limits prescribed in Rule 11, 

38. The AuAority notes Aat inqxjfted products from the subject countries concerned are 

alike in all essential, physical and technical characteristics. Imported products and those 
produced domestically are interchangeable and were marketed ih India during Ae same 
period through conqwable sales channels and Ae domestic producers and exporters 
sell Ae like product to Ae same category of customers. ^ 

39. For Ae examination of Ae impact of imports on the domestic industry in InAa, the 
AuAority has considered such fiirAer indices having a be^ng on Ae state of Ac 
industry as production, capacity utilisation, quaittum of sales, stodk, profitability, net 
sales realisation, the magnitude and margin of dumping etc. in suxordance wire 
Annexure II (iv) of Ae rules. 


(a) Quantum of Imports (as per Polymers, Plastics and Rubber Trade Intdligence): 
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40. As per Polymers, Plastics and Rubber Trade Intelligence (PPR) data, the total imports 
of the subject goods as per Chapters 39 and 40 have come down from a level of 4949 
MT in 1999-2000 to 2780 MT in 2002-03. 

41. From the transaction-wise data made available by DGCIS, it is seen that a quantity of 
340,600 kg was imported from Korea RP under Chapters 39 and 40 for a value of Rs 
14197522 or Rs 41.68/kg. A quantity of 1585,904 kg was imported from Japan for a 
value of Rs 68334836 or Rs 43.09/kg. A quantity of 14,718 kg of the subject goods 
was imported from the USA for a value of Rs 23,43,253 or Rs 159.21/kg which is an 
abnormal price. The total quantity reported by DGCIS is therefore 194IMT as 
compared to 2780.32 MT reported by PPR data. The Authority has, therefore, relied 
upon PPR import data. Data from secondary sources and from DGCIS was made 
available in the public file. 

(b) Demand 


Qty:MT 



1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

Sales 





Sales of Indian Industry 

9060 

12832 

14031 

13960/ 

Total Imports 

4949 

4027 

2875 


Imports (Subject Countries) 

4812 

2879 

2370 

274^ 

Imports (Other sources) 

137 

1148 

591 

32 

Demand 

14009 

16859 

16906 

16740 

Share of domestic industry 
(petitioners) in Demand % 

64.67% 

76.11% 

82.99% 

83.39% 

Share of imports % 

35.33% 

23.89% 

17.00% 

16.61% 

Share of dumped imports % 

34.35% 

17.08% 

14.02% 

16.42% 

Share of Korea RP 

16.26% 

4.20% 

1.53% 

1.54% 

Share of Japan 

16.79% 

12.75% 

13.78% 

13.92% 

Share of USA 


0.12% 

0.94% 

0.95% 

Domestic Production 

9223.529 

12,469.553 

14809.23 

13642.54 

Share of Korea Imports 
relative to Production 

24.69% 

5.68% 

0.58% 

1.90% 

Share of Japan Imports relative 
to Production 

25.52% 

17.25% 

14.89% 

17.08% 

Share of USA Imports relative 
to Production 

1.97% 

0.17% 

0.54% 

1.17% 

Share of Imports from subject 
countries relative to 

Production 


23.10% 

16.01% 

20.14% 

Share of Imports from subject 
countries relative to 
Consumption 

34.35% 

17.08% 

13.95% 

16.42% 


42. There was (||t increase in demand from 14009 MT in 1999-2000 to 16859 MT in 2000- 
01. Thereafter there has been no sigmfrcant change in demand. The domestic industry's 
share in demand has increased from 64.67% in 1999-2000 to 83.39% in 2002-03 (POI). 
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Share of dumped imports has fallen in demand from 34.35% in 1999-2000 to 16.42% in 
the POL 


43. Dumped imports have declined by 32.82 percentage points^^lh^rtlatiCn to production and 
by 17,93 percentage points in relation to consumption in thel*pL 

(c) Actual and Potential Decline in Market Share: 


To illustrate the changes in market share the data has been tabulated in the following 

way: 





1999-2000 

2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 

Domestic Production 

A 

9223.529 

12.469.553 

14809.23 

13642.54 

Dumped Imports 

B 

4812.25 

2879.852 

2370.55 

2748 

Other Imports 

C 

136.96 

1147.351 

591.74 

32.32 

Total (A+B+C) 


14173 

16497 

17772 

16423 

Change in Market 
Share 






Chanuc in D 



+ 2324 

+ 1275 

-1349 

Change in A 



■szn 

+ 2340 


Change in B 



-1932 

-509 

+ 377 

Change in C 



+ 1010 

-556 

-559 

KIM 






Domestic production 


65.08% 

75.59% 

83.33% 

mmsm 

Dumped Goods 


33.95% 

17.46% 


16.73% 

Other Imports 


0.97% 

6.96% 

3.33% 

0.20% 


45. The above table shows that the domestic availability for the subject goods has increased 
over the years though it declined by 7.87% in the period of investigation. The domestic 
industry market share has increased by 17.99 percentage points over the period 1999- 
2000 till 2002-03. The market share of dump^ imports denned by 17 ■22% over the 
sanie period. The market share lost by dumped imports haS'b^eh gained by domestic 
industry. ■ 

(d) Production and Capacity Utilisation:- 



1999-2000 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

Installed Capacity (MT) 





Domestic Industry (Total 
Capacity) 

15,550 

17,800 

18,400 

18.400 






Domestic Industry (Total 
production) 

9223,529 

12,469.553 

14809.23 

13642.54 

Capacity utilisation % 





Domestic Industry (Capacity 
Utilisation) 

59.32% 

70.05% 

80.48% 

74.14% 












































52 


THEGAZETIEOTINDIArEXlRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sec. 1] 


46. Capacity utilisation for the subject goods has improved. The average capacity 
utilisation of the domestic industry was lowest in 1999-2000 when the volume of 
dumped goods were at the highest. Capacity utilisation improved thereafter 
corresponding with the decline in volumes of dumped imports. Level of consumption 
has also increased over this period leading the domestic industry to invest in new 
capacity and achieve higher levels of capacity utilisation. 

(e) Sales realisation and landed price of imports 


Rs/kg (Indexed) 


Year 

Wt. Avg. Net Sales 
Realisation of 

domestic industry 
(Rs/kg) 

Landed Price of Imports j 

_ _ 1 

Korea RP 

Japan 

USA 

Others 

1999-00 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

2000-01 

117.12 

106.99 

103.06 

93.39 

113.03 

2001-02 

112.89 

111.40 

110.62 

77.15 

112.86 

PiilliiM 

113;88 

1 

112.69 

108.10 

65.44 

108.94 

2002-03 (POI) 

with existing anti¬ 
dumping duty 


132.40 

122.41 

82.12 

- 


47. Landed prices from the subject countries^ without anti-dumping duty, continue to be 
significantly below the weighted average net sales realisation of the domestic industry. 

(t) Price undercutting 


Year 

Wt. Avg. Net Sales 
Realisation of domestic 
industry (Rs/kg) 

Landed Price of Imports 

Korea RP 


USA 


100.00 



100.00 


117.12 


103.06 

93.39 


112.89 

IHmESl 

110.62 

77.15 


113.88 

112.69 

108.10 

65.44 


48. The extent of price undercutting from Korea RP, Japan and the USA is in the ra-p- of 
5% to 45%. ^ 
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(g) Price Underselltag 




Year 

SBR 1900 

Landed Price of Mj 


Price Underselling % 


Series 

Korea 

JlUMUl; 

JiSA 

Korea 

Jamur 



*** 

4ti(i4t 

*** 


*** 

*** 

*** 


Price underselling was in the range of 12% to 50%. 


(h) Profitability:- 


(Rs. per kg) tedwad 


Petitioner 

19994)6 

2600-01 

20ef-02 

2002-03TPOf) 

Cost of Production 





Domestic Industry 

100.00 

113.93 

88.02 


Selling price 





Wt. Avg. NSR 

100.00 

117.12 

112.89^ 

mM 

Trend Indexed 





Profit & Loss 





Domestic Industry 

HwHI 


73.51 

(yrm 

Trend Indexed 






49. The above table shows thtft the cost of production increased in 2000-01 0x>m dffi level 

of 1999-2000 cost increase takes ]^ace sdmost every yw doe to 

increase trf'monomer prices in the intematkmal maxket Mmcnner is & key raw 
material for die subject goods and accounts for about SS% of foe fotdr raw materiid 
cost. In 2000-01, production costs increased as compared to foe previous yem* and 
significant price und^ufong contimied by kniforts foom foe sifoiect raunlries. 

losses. In the same year, demand increased as compared to foe base ye^ and the 
domestic industry increased its sales voliunes. However, on foe price ftont, it continued 
to incur losses as in the year 2000, dumping of the su^ect goods continued from EU 
and Poland on which anti-dumping duties were reconunraded in April, 2001. 

50. In 2001-02, raw material prices came down significantly from Rs ***/MT to Rs 

♦♦♦/MX. The degree of price undercutting from tiie sull^ect countries was low as 
compared to the previous year in foe iidiny an^ysis bimd. In the POI this was reversed 
and the industry again suffered losses whidi however was lower and imf^ved as 
compared to losses in 2000-01. Raw material prices wimt up to Rs m increase 

of about Rs from the level of 1999-2000. The level of price undercutting also 

increased as compared to the previous year. 

51. In the PCH, foe E)omestic indusfry’s in fomaiid was ^.3^, £ui increase of 18.72 

percentage points as comped to foe bi^ ^fosnp^ mipom 

from 34.35% in 1999-2000 to 16^2% fo,,2000^01; foe (foclme was 1^1X93^ 
pweentage points as compared to the base vea^. Thk foiit m 
price undercutting foe domestic industry was ablfe to gain tiMito tmtU 

market taken by dumped imports as with mfo-dumpli^ Ipribe was 
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offset in the case of Korea RP and Japan. However, in the case of USA, it is seen that 
significant price undercutting persists even with anti-dumping duty. 


(i) Closing Stocks of Domestic Industry: 



Otv: MT (Indexed) 


1999-2000 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

Closing Stocks of 
domestic industry 

100.00 

31.20 

174.08 

113.66 


52. The Authority finds no co-relation between the level of stocks held by the domestic 
industry and their sales volume and profitability position. 

53. Closing stocks have been compared with the sales quantum of the domestic industry 
and indicated as a percentage thereof in the table below: 

(j) Sales of Domestic Industry:- 



1999-2000 

2000-01 

2001-02 

POI 

Sales (MT) 

Total Sales of Domestic Industry 

100 

141.63 

154.87 

154.08 

Closing Stocks 

Closing Stocks of domestic industry 

100 

' 31.20 

174.08 

113.66 

Inventory as a percentage of sales in a range 

Domestic Industry 

5-10% 

1-6% 

5-10% 

1-6% 


54. It may be seen that though Closing Stocks increased in absolute term, however as a 
percentage of Sales, closing stocks decreased as compared to the base year. 

(k) Return On Investments 



1999-2000 

2000-01 

2001-02 

iva. uilUCACUj 

2002-03 (POD 

Capital 

Employed (Rs. lacs) 
considering net block 





Domestic Industry 

100.00% 

96.62% 

100.77% 

95.00% 

Profit/Loss 





Domestic Industry 

-100.00% 

-170.14% 

447.30% 

r -45.28% 

' Return on Capital 
Employed % 





Domestic Industry -100.00% 

-176.02% 

443.90% 

-47.56% 


55. ^nce losses Iwve decreased, the negative return on investment has also come down. 
The domestic industry has not yet reached a situation of positive return on investment. 








(I) Cash Flow/Proflt 



56. Although losses of domestic industry have come down in the PQI as compared to the 
base year, it is seen that the domestic industry is still incurring losses. Cash flow has 
improved but has come down in comparison to the previous year. 


(m) Employment and Wages 



57. level of employment has declined by abour7i79% as compared to 1999-2000. 

Wages show an increase of about 23,32% in three yeari^lrdmJ^9-2000 to the POI) 
which me^s an average increase of less than 10% which is consid^ as normal wage 
mcrease. However, wage per kg of production in the POI declined bv Rs »*• as 
compared to 1999-2000. ^ 


The above information has been depicted as follows: 



59. 


It is seen from the above that there has been 
employee. 


an overall increase in volume of sales 


per 
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(n^ Productivity 

Indexed 



1999-2000 

2000*01 - 

2001-02 


Production (MT) 





Domestic Industry 

MiliM 

135.19 

160.56 

147.91 

No. of Emolovees fTotalj 

■KSEH 


> 90.83 

92.20 

Production per employee 
(MT) Domestic industry 
(total) 

100.00 

135.19 

176.77 

160:41 


60. This has been projected in the following graph: 



61. The above graph indicates that productivity per employee has increased over the years 
which is indicated in increased production and sales volumes due to the efforts made 
the domestic industry to optimize production and reduce employment and due to the 
anti-dumping duty in force. Productivity in the POI has however declined as compared 
to the previous year. In spite of increased productivity and the imposition of anti¬ 
dumping duty, the financial performance of the domestic industry in terms of profits 
deteriorated in the POI and the industry continued to incur losses. 

Likelihood of continuation or recurrence of injury 

62. In accordance with Section 9 (A) 5 of the Customs Tariff Act, it is necessary to 
examine whether the expiry of the measures would be likely to lead to a continuation or 
recurrence of dumping and injury. In examining whether there is a likelihood of a 
continuation or recurrence of injury, the Authority has verified whether injury exists at 
present and if such injury is likely to continue or recur. With respect to the injury 
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determin^oii, it is seen that the condition of the domestic industry has improved with 

the imposition of the anti-dumping duty, which has therefore, had the desired effect. 

1. Throughout the entire period of the duration of the duty on imports from the 
^ject Muntries, sub^tial price undercutting took place. The export prices at 
duty paid level i.e. including the anti-dumping duty were below the non- 
injurious price of the domestic industry which was established in the original 
mvestigation (»**- Rs. »**/MT) and which determined the level of duty. 

2. '^e situation of the domestic industry following the imposition of the duties in 

^ of the application of the measures, deteriorated again, in particular, 

from 2000-01 due to the injurious dumping from EU and Poland. 

3. The importer has claimed that the injury to the domestic industry has been due 
to factors other than dumping which include (i) decrease in customs duty (ii) 
lower demand for SBR 1900 series due to higher NR prices; (iii) shifting of 
u^e pattern for end product to EVA/LDPE based products; and (iv) conditions 
of competition between domestic producers. 

1. Reduction in customs duty would result in changes in the landed price of 
import^ While customs duty may have decreased over the analysis period, it is 
noted that ^e landed prices from the subject countries are in the same range, 
^e Authonty has considered the levels of landed price. The landed values from 
the subject countries increased during the injury analysis period as compared to 
Ae base ye^ with exemption of US imports and did not decline as a result of 
dechne m the customs duty. Reduction in customs duty is not a factor of iniurv 
that is required to be segregated. 

Article 3.5 of the WTO ^A provides for "trade restrictive practices of and 
competition between foreign and domestic producers" as a relevant causal link 
param^. It does not provide for competition amongst domestic producers as a 
causal hide parameter. The two constituent units of the domestic industry have 
been selling at comparable price levels. 

Shifting u^e pattern should affect the domestic industry and foreign producers 
eq^ly. The data ^ysed by the Authority does not show that the domestic 
mdustrys production capacity has been reduced by an amount which is 
syproximately equal to a reduction in consumption which could have inHit-at^d 
that a change in consumption pattern had been the cause of reduced sales In the 

present case, demand, domestic production and sales of Indian industry have all 
increased. ^ 

The importers Irave ^so raised an issue that Apeotex Lattices has been making 
profit whereas the other constituent unit of the domestic industry i.e. M/s. Apaf 
ndu^nes has been incumng losses even after imposition of anti-dumping duty. 

protection for increasing prices to the level of 
Ks. /MT but was not able to increase prices beyond Rs. * * */MT due to inter- 
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se competition. The Authority notes that M/s Apcotex Lattices manufactures 
several grades of lattices for various industries such as tyre industry, 
paper/board coating industry, textile industry, carpet and construction industry. 

The profit shown in the annual report is for the company as a whole and not for 
the subject goods. As far as increasing prices are concerned, Domestic industry 
has not been able to pass on increased input costs to the consumers in the face 
of dumped imports. Input costs have increased but exporters have maintained 
the same level of export prices since 99-00. > 

8. The net sales realisation of the domestic industry in the POI was Rs ***/kg. If 
anti-dumping duty is revoked, NSR would decline to the extent of price 
undercutting i.e., by ***% or to Rs ***/kg. Raw jiiaterial prices have increased 
from Rs ***/MT in 99-00 to Rs ***/MT in 2002-03. The Selling price of the 
domestic industry should therefore be approximately Rs ***/kg keeping raw 
material prices in view. However if anti-dumping duty is revoked, domestic ^ 
industry would be forced to sell at Rs ***/kg (assuming no further increase in 
raw materials). Folal losses would therefore amount to Rs *** crores, assuming 
no decline in volume of sales from the level of POI. 

In view of the above, it is concluded that should the duty be repealed, injury is 

!ikv!}' to continue, 

: An J ON INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK 

1 he Authority notes that certain economic indices having a bearing on the state of the 
domestic industry have shown improvement in the period of investigation. However, 
ilie domestic industry continues to be in a situation of losses. 

file improvement in any economic parameter has occurred as a result of the existing 
a mi-dumping duties in force. The Authority notes that it would be inappropriate to hold 
Uiat if anti-dumping duty is revoked, the imports from the subject countries would 
cease to cause material injury to the domestic industry. The material injury to the 
domestic industry is likely to continue as imports of the subject goods continued to 
enter the domestic market at dumped prices during the injury analysis period and the 
POI. These dumped imports undercut the domestic industry's net sales realisation and 
were lower than the non-injurious price of the domestic industry determined for the ^ 
POI. The Authority concludes that the improvement, if any, in some of the economic • 
parameters affecting the domestic industry does not warrant removal of anti-dumping 
duty. 
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J. FINAL FINDINGS: 




The Authority after considering the foregoing, concludes that: 

(a) Styrene Butadiene Rubber (SBR) 1900 series originating-in or exported fi*om Korea RP 
apan and USA has been exported to India below normal value, resulting in dumping; 

(b) the domestic industry is suffering material injury; 

(c) dumping of the subject goods is continuing from the subject countries 

(d) the material injury to the domestic industry may continue and intensify if anti-dumping 

duty IS removed. ^ ® 

It is therefore considered appropriate to recommend continuation of the anti-dumping 
duties in force on imports of Styrene Butadiene Rubber (SBR) 1900 series originating 
in or exported from Korea RP, Japan and USA. The revised duties may come into 
toTce from the date of notification to be issued in this regard by the Central 
Government. The anti-dumping duty shall be the amount mentioned in Col 3 


1. Country 

Korea RP 

Japan _ 

USA 


j 2. Name of Producer/Exporter Amount (USD/kg) 

All producers/exporters 0.0689 

All producers/exporters 0.1045 

All producers/exporters 0.197 ^ ~ 


I^ded value of imports for the purpose shall be the assessable value as determined by 
Customs under the Customs Act, 1962 and all duties of customs except duties levied 
under Sections 3, 3A, 8B, 9 and 9A of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

^ appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise and Service Tax 

Appellate Tnbunal in accordance with the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, as amended in 

lyvs. 

- ■ ‘ j 
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